DISSER TATI ON, 


On the e E. A T I N 8 ol 


B I. OOP. 


| Wherein. is wewed 


| 1. Tbat it is not 1 
With the eternal Rules of na- 


-_ this Intendiction immu- 
table till the Deluge. | 


| tural Juſtice and Order, that III. That though a Licence 


- God ſhould impole an Arbi- 


trary, or Poſſitive Lav Je 
Mankind. | | 


[from that Revelation] is 
granted for Men to feed on 


the Fleſh of Animals, it is 


: under another Reſtriction of 
1]. That the human Food at dhe ſame kind with the for- 

firſt was only the Produce of mer, probably immutable 
the Earth, with a Referva- Jikewiſe to the ſecond Race 
tion of one ſort of Fruit, of Men, and the Reaſonable- 
CL Eo neſs of its being ſo. 
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2 75 r not inconff lent with the eternal Rules of 
ua tural Juſtice and order, that God ſhould 
| — zmpoſe an Arbitrary, or Poſitive Law on 
| Mankind. The humane Food, at firſt, only 
he Produce of the Earth, with ig Reſer- 
ration of one ſort of Fruit, and this Inter- 
 diftion immutable till the Deluge. 41 
cenſe (from that Revolution) for Men to 
feed on the Fleſh of Animals, hut with an- 
other Reſiriftion of the ſume kind with the 
former, probably immutable likewiſe to the 
| ſecond Race of Men, and the I : 
8 its « being VVV; 9 


HE divine Laws to Man- 
>> kind are either of a natural, 
or politive Inſtitution. The 
wi Laws of Nature are ſuch as 
were interwoven with our 
Frame, and founded on 
the original Conſtitution of 


| Things, for the better regulating the OEco- 
"=: | nomy 


nomy of the World: But theſe fall not un- 
der our preſent Conſideration «= © c 
The poſitive Laws, or thoſe which are of 
Arbitrary Injunction, are not always ſuch as 
the natural Order of Things of neceſſity re- 
quires. Or, in other Words, ſuch as in them- _ 
felves ſeparated from their divineEſtabliſhment, _ 
tend to the happineſs of Mankind by a di- 
rect and neceſſary Conſequence. Yet is it in 
no reſpect inconliſtent with the eternal Rules 
of natural Juſtice and Order, that the Crea- {I 
tor of all Things ſhould impoſe on his ra t- 
tional Creatures, (more eſpecially in their 
probationary State,) Laws, which in the na- 
ture of Things may be intirely indifferent, 
ſince He hath an indiſputable right of Sove- | 
reignty over them. And thereupon (if on 
no other Account) they are oblig'd to yield a 
paſſive Complyance. And whenever He thinks 
fit to iſſue forth ſuch Laws (whether barely ÞJÞ 
to exhibir to his Creatures his ſupreme Autho-·! 
rity, or for a proof of their Obedience) He max 
reaſonably vindicate his own Honour in puniſh- | 
ing a Contempt or Breach of them, as much as 
a non-obſervance of any other Law, to which! 
the primitive Conſtitution of things required 
a complyance, ſince they both owe their riſe 
to the fame Authority. Thus, when the J_ 
Fruits of the Earth were appointed for Food |] 
to the firſt Man and his Poſterity, though + 
the Exception made to one particular no- | 
minated Tree was a Precept meerly poſitive, || 
(the penal Sanction enforcing e „ 
# ,, 


likelihood n no naval, bur an Arbloacy: reſult 
of the breach thereof ) yet was the threatned 
Sentence of Death ſtrictly executed on the 
Tranſgreſſors 8 
This premiſed, let us next obey that the 
Tz natural Produce of the Earth was the moſt 
proper and ſimilar Diet for human Bodies 
in their ſtate of Purity; it was originally de- 

4 5 ſign'd for them, before a vicious Senſualit 
had ſunk and debas'd them into a niore brutal : 
Nature. Our primitive Fathers in the Para- 

1 difaical ſtate of the Earth probably poſſeſs'd 
Bodies more refin'd and void of terocity, 

than, as it were, to murder other Animals, 

and afterwards to feed on their Fleſh, and 
till Man became as one of them, then 

Carnage mult ſurely be 2 groſs, an unnatural 

and deteſtable Food to him; muſt be ſome- 

What like a devouring his own Kind. Ac- 
cordingly though a delegated Dominion was 

given << over a ſpacious World, wherein 

were Beaſts and creeping Things, and Fowls, 

\ innumerable, yet we find not that he had any 

JT Permiſſion (or perhaps Inclination) to ariſe, 
| ſlay, and cat of them *. For God faid (to 

1 him) behold J have given you every Herb 

bearing Seed, which is on the Face of all 

the Earth, and every Tree in the which is 
the Fruit 'of a Tree yielding Seed, to you 
1 that ſhall be for Meat. Lea after che detection 0 


A 


of Adam, when even the Ground was cursd 
(with Barrennef) for his fake: And he was 


told that (becauſe of the toil requiſite to ex- | 


tort its Fruits) in ſorrow he ſhould eat there- 
of all the Days of his Life, that it ſhould 


bring forth Thorns and Thiſtles to him, (Gin- |] 
ſtead of its former Productions) ſo that in the {| 
{weat of his Brows he ſhould eat his Bread. 
yet it is added, Thou ſhalt eat only of the 


Herb (or Fruit) of the Field. 
And for any thing which appe 


rs to the | 


_ Contrary, we have cauſe to believe this was 5 Y 


obſerv'd, at leaſt by all who maintain'd the 


true worſhip of God, even till the great Re- | 


volution, which above ſixteen hundred Years 
afterwards happened to the World, at which 


time, when Noah by the divine Order and | 
Inſtructions, had built the Ark; and the De- 


luge was now about to be poured upon the 


Earth, he had a promiſe that two. only of | bh 
each kind of living Creatures ſhould repair 


to him; Except of thoſe Beaſts which were 
by him accounted clean for Sacritice *, with 
a Command that they on preſenting them 


ſelves to him ſhould be taken in by ſevens. | - 


The better to furniſh him, (not with Food, 
being inſufficient to ſuſtain eight Perſons a 
whole Year, for fo long was the Earth im. 


— 


cn at 


— 


* We find Men offering Sacriſices ſo early as in Abel; Time. | 


But whether this had its rile from a divine Injunction, or was ta-. 


ken up by Men, as a voluntary AG of Homage to the ſupreme | 
w, I ING 


merſed in Waters) but with Sacrifices on his 
| exition from the Ark. To which uſe it ap- 
pears , he then apply'd ſome of them. And 
becauſe the human Conſtitution, and Circum- 
ſtances ||, upon the change now ready to be 
made in the Earth, might 2 require it 


5 In the mean time he had an Order to gather 
pf all vegetable Food uſually eaten, and to 
lay up ſufficient Stores thereof in the Ark he 


had made, for the Suſtenance in common, both 
of his Family, and of the brute Creatures to 
be ſhut up with him therein. But when the 
Waters retired from off the Land, Noah was 
| ordered to ſet at large the Beaſts, and Fowls, 


and Reptiles that they might breed abun- 


— 


5, Gen. vin. 0 


I The length of Mens animal Lives was deſign- d, from the 
Flood, to be gradually leſſen d, (and that in a decuple Proporti- 


on namely from about 700 Years to 70). This was done, to 


| prevent the Earths being any longer a Nurſery of impious Re- 
bels againſt Heaven who were found to encourage themſelves the 


more in their Impieties the greater diſtance Death appear d 


from 'em, improving by ſo long an Experience, in all the Arts 


and Stratagems of Wickedneſs, till the whole bent of their thoughts 
JJ was only to Evil continually. Now the eating of Fleſh, toge- 
ther with the Alterations made in the natural World, doubtleſs 
JT contributed greatly to ſhorten the Lives of Men, by ſo altering 


” the original Craſis and Temperament of human Bodies as ſhock d 


| the very Baſis of their Conſtitution, and by degrees wrought 


ſuch an effect as follow'd ſo important a change in their Diet, 
ſor that this Alteration in Mens Lives was ſecondarily effected by 


their future Diet. 


natural Means we have reaſon to believe, becauſe they are ſo 


gradually ſhorten'd as we find, being ſome hundreds of Years 
e er tiÞy ſunk to the Period aſſign'd them by the divine Provi- 
> „„ ON | 


- _ 


dandly in the Earth. And this Bleſſing of 


&: 1 


Fertility was now firſt emphatically beſtow'd 


on them *, becauſe Mankind had a Permiſſion | 


— - — —— 
. . 1 . . * 4 * 5 
whe as | | 


Account. When the Food both of Man and Beaſt was to be 
only the produce of the Earth, after Men began once to multiply, 
by reaſon of their Longevity, and the co-exiſtence of their Ge- 


nerations conſequent thereon; a numerous Brood of Land-Ani- 
mals muſt very much incommode Mankind, by devouring too 
great a ſhare of their common Suſtenance. And therefore if the _ 
ſeveral Kinds were kept up ſo as none of them became extin& _ 

the fewer Individuals there were of each Kind the more com- 


| modious muſt it be to Men. „ 


And hence (by the by) I am at a loſs to diſcover on what 
Grounds Mr. M hiſton has built that part of his 36th Phænome- 
non, in his Theory of the Earth, in which he hath advanc'd that 
the brute Animals as well of Land as Water were much more 
numerous before the Flood, than they have been ſince, looking on 


this as a neceſſary Deduction from what he hath aſſerted in his 


35th Propoſition, namely that the antediluvian Earth was more 
fertile, more equally Habitable, and more Capacious by the JF 
Abſence of the Ocean and Fruitfulneſs of its Mountains than the { 


preſent. Now admitting theſe Things to be true (tho' Mr. K::/ 


in his Examination of Dr. Burnets Theory, Chap. 5. has evinced 
the moſt conſiderable of em to our Purpoſe, which are the Abo 
{ence of the Ocean, and the Capaciouſneſs of the habitable World 
conſequent thereon, to be falſe) yet if the number of Men before 
the Flood exceeded that of the Earths preſent Inhabitants an 
hundred-fold as in the fame Phænomenon he hath ſhewn it did. 
Have we any reaſon in the World to believe Brutes were not pro- 


portionably leſs in number than they have ſince been. Since (as 


he owns) Men were not allow'd to kill any of 'em to feed on, }F 


and ſo they could be no way Serviceable. But being generally 
more prolifick and productive of their kind than Men, and as he 
tells us (Sol. of his 43d Phænom.) were likewiſe naturally longer 


lived before the Flood, if they had increaſed in a like Proportion,. 
hey would ſoon have become ſo numerous as to ,over-run rn _ 


* It is very remarkable that when the Brute Animals of the 
dry Land were formed, on the 6th Day of Creation there is not 
annext any particular bleſſing of Fertility to them, as there is to 1 
Fiſhes on their Creation. But the reaſon hereof is plain, not ſo 
much becauſe Fiſhez were to have no ſhare in that Deſtruction of 


Animals which it was foreſeen would follow, as on the following ( | 


„ 


from this time to eat their Fleſh. For God 


| faid, every moving Thing that liveth ſhall 


1 be Meat for you, even as ( gave) the green 
Herb (to the former World fo) have I (now). 
wives you all Things (living). But Fleſh (ſaid 


he) with the Life thereof which is the Blood 


e an You not cat * And moreover be- : 


ns 


Whole Earth, and ſo Man had no longer held what at firſt was 


given him, a Dominion over them, for we muſt by no means 


a low they were purpoſely multiplied by the Divine Providence 


73 b 5 to be only knock'd on the Head by Mankind for no Uſe. 


Some of the modern Jews (as Maimonides in more News- 
chim. In their Account of the ſeven Precepts of Noah, give 
this Conſtruction of the Text (under the Title of Eber. min Ha- 
chai) namely that by it is meant the cutting off and eating a 
Member of a Beaſt whilſt alive. For the Author above tells us 


i (p. 3. cap. 48.) Some Heathens (viz. the Zabaiſts) had at their 


Idolatrous Feaſts ſuch a barbarous Cuſtom (about the Days of 


| Mofes). And therefore he thinks the Prohibition from Blood, 
eſpecially in the Moſaic Law had reference to that Cuſtom. And 
in this Notion moſt of our Divines and Commentators on the 


Bible without examining any further, implicitly follow him, tho!“ 


for what reaſon I cannot imagine ſince they have no Grounds. - 


from the Text either here or im the Law of Maſes (in any one 
yerſion extant) for ſuch a Notion. It is certain at its firſt Inſtitu- 
tion there were no ſuch Zabii to occafion it, and we cannot fancy 
it was enjoin'd at that time purpoſely to oppoſe a ſuperſtitious U- 
ſage ſaid to be introduc'd near a thouſand Years afterwards (if 
any ſuch Uſage ever was, for I think the authority is not very 

great for it) eſpecially when there was deſign d to be another Com- 
munication of the divine will about the ſame time this cuſtom is 
ſaid to Commence. On the contrary at its firſt injunction to the 


| _ preſent Race of Men, its great founder gives an hint at a far 
higher reaſon for its Eſtabliſhment. And at its Confirmation to 


the Jews, he expreſsly mentions (Lev. 17. 17, 12, 14.) another 
additional cauſe for it quite different from the conceit of our Jew- 
iſh Rabbin, H. Grotius (in Gen. c. 9.) perhaps has given us a 
JT good reaſon why the Jews would now underſtand it fo, and with- 
al he tells us from Fo/ephus that the ancient Hebrews knew no- 
* thing of ſuch a Conſtruction, His Words are theſe. Habraæi re- 


centiores 


cauſe the Son of Him by whom the firſt | 
Earth was peopled (as the ſucceeding one is | 
to be by you), inſtead of complying with 
that my Benediction and Command to re- 
pleniſh the Earth, viciouſly croſs'd the great |] 
end deſigned, by murdering his Brother there- 
fore ſurely your (Brothers) Blood of your | 
(own) lives will J require----whoſo ſheddetn 

Mans Blood, by Man ſhall his Blood be 
ed . j ĩð 


Thus we find as ſoon as ever Men were 
permitted to eat the Fleſh of Animals the 
Blood of em was abſolutely forbidden. As 
the antediluvian World had a particular Re- 
ſtriction in its Diet ſo had the poſt diluvian, 


centiores, & ut credo Chriſtianorum odio, ſentiunt vetari hic eſum _ 
membri rapti de animali vivo———at certe vetuſtiores Hæbræorum 
non ita interpretatos ſatis aocet Foſephus qui ait ,wels aluatos 
2 TouTg yae oghiwvn Juyh quem ſenſum iiſdem prope verbis hicſ 
 expreſfet Rabbi ſaadias & quidam ſequuntur non ignobiles Hebrew 
rum Magiftri nimirum ut Moſes primum dixerit, carnem cum ani- 
ma non comedendam deinde ſemet exponens addiderit, id eſt cum ſan 5 
-puine. Sanguini datur nomen Anime, quia ut Empedocles ſentiebat, 
eſt id anime vitali Sanguis quod oleum lyclino. Carnem cum ſanguine 
comedere eff comedere Botulos cruore diſtentos. Ut Tertullianus lo- 
" guitur in Apolegetico. Sec. 9. Et fi qua his ſunt fimilia. Non fruit 
nos de ſenſu dubitare locus apertus. Deut. 23. Ubi ſanguinem come- 
dere explicatur animam Comedere cum carnibus. Sic intellexere 
Mofis locum Apoſtoli Actorum 15. 29. Nimirum ut Tertullianus lo- 
guitur inlibro de Monogamia. In Chriſto omnia rewvocantur ad ini- 
 tium, ut & fides reverſa fit a Circumciſione ad integritatem car- 
nis illius ficut ab initio fuit. Et libertas ciborum & ſanguinis ſolius | 
Abſtinentia, ſicut ab initio fuit. Ft matrimonii individuitas, ficut 
abinitio - fuit & repudii cohibitio quod ab initio non fuit. 
+ We may obſerve hence, by the way, that no humane Au- 
thority, how great ſoever may commute the Puniſhment due to, 
and here expreſsly commanded to be inflicted on, the walfull 


Murderer. 5 
The 


ms > 3 RA 


| The Blood of all Creatures it was allowed 
the uſe of, being ſet apart as facred, was 
do be poured out on the Earth before the Lord, 
perhaps by way of Oblation, and hence ſome 
think the original of that Cuſtom in Sacriſices 
| fincethe Flood may be accounted for, where- _ 
in the Blood of the Victim was poured forth, 
and ſprinkled on the Perſon who offered it. 
For the Blood being the life of the Creature 
became in a ſacramental Senſe an Atonement 
for the life of the Sacrificer. „ 
| Nov this Prohibition being delivered to 
Mah and his Family, and they being then the 
whole ſurviving World, in them it was ſpoken 
do all ſucceeding Generations of Men their 
Deſcendants. For as the Indulgence was not 
limited to thoſe Individuals, to whom Perſonal- 
Illy it was given, ſo neither was the Reſtriction. 
| Both had an equal reſpect to the future World, 


whoever claim d a right to the one was obliged 
to ſubmit to the other allo, even down to the 


lateſt Poſterity ; except the ſame divine Au- 
thority by which it was at firit impoſed as ex- 
preſsly diſanull'd it, and whether this hath ever 
yet been done, or not, we ſhall examine in due 
time. Only let us obſerve here, that God 
never ſpake to the whole World at once, ſave 
only in the firſt Man, and in the Family of Noan, 
no we cannot ſuppoſe that his Injunctions to 
them were ever deſign'd to be countermanded. 
The Interdiction to Adam for one certain Fruit 
was unalterable to the firſt Race of Men, but 
naturally expir'd at the Flood; the object of 


EC "Ft: 


1 N * = 


it being then taken away. But the reſt, which. 


relate to the Propa gation of Mankind, in order 1 


to people the Earth; to the ſanctifying every 
Seventh Day; to the ſubjecting of Woman to 


Murder, were doubtleis made immutable. 


For as Go » never iſſued forth a Command 

without a ſufficient Cauſe for fo doing, fo the 

ſame reaſon for which it was at firſt ordain'd, 

| mult hold in force for its continuance, till ſome 

 elteration in the ſtate of humane nature ren- 
der it neceſſary to repeal it. It is a good argu- 

ment of the truth of Scripture Hiſtory, that all 


the above-mention'd Laws faid there to be gi-„ 
ven to Mankind, are ſuch only as were pro- . 


per for the Creator to impoſe or Urcatures 
like ourſel ves. Therefore let us not be un- 


mindtul that to ſingle out any one of them, 


and perſuade ourſelves that it is indifferent whe- 
ther we are coniormabic to it or not (if we find 
nothing in any after revelation amounting to an 
expreſs retraction ot it) is in effect to diſhonour 
the Lawgiver; either by nullitfy ing on our own 
Authority, a Precept which He hath poſitive- 
ly enjoyn'd or at Jcaſt imply ing that He (who. 
of neceſſity we mult believe to be without 


| ſhadow of change, if himſelf had not told us 


fo) is as variable as ourſelves: For to ſuppoſe 
him giving a Law at firſt to a whole Race Gf 
Creatures, and yet afterwards diſannulling 1. 


without any apparent cauſe obliging to it (but 


they ſtill remaining under the fame ſtate aud 
Circumſtances as before) muit be tacit'y to 
o zz char 


== 


N kim with bil But as nothing 
like ſuch a Procedure appears in any other caie 
through his whole OEzonoiny ot the moral 
World, ſo we ought. not to believe it in this. 
-" Bat let us once more. Cont ut the Text, and 
| obſer Ve the Int erdictions che rell a8 ü Unt Bloo A 


and Murder. Now we { 2 hing there 
_ whence we can gather. any Cano ity believe 10 
; were nor eleſigned ro De. 0 ExI! 5 11 Es Port Hey. 


were both at the ſame time enjoy: nd; by the 
ſame Authority, and in the ſame ex preis and co- 
tholick terms, and o mult be equally obliga- 
_ tory; a politi.e Law of God being (as 15 
aboveſaid) of equal » eight with a Law of Na- 
ture, more eſpecially when this was given, ver- 
1 tually to the whole humane World, antedecent 
to any injunction of Obſervances meerty ritual, 


ſuch as thoſe which were long afterwards re- 


quired of the Jewiſh Nation; Which is a 
good argument that it was originally deſign'd 
0 remain in force, to be indilpcatably Obſerv'd 
by the whole Poſterity, of choice to whom it at 
I firſt was given, whiltt they continued in the 
ſame ſtate. 

=. pam ſeeing none can a, but the cating 
of Blood was as much prohibired to all the 
World as the uſe of Fleſh was allow'd to 'em, 
have we not by a parity of Reaſon as good : 
grounds to ſuſpect that the one was no more 
thana temporary Indulgence as that the other 

Was a temporary Inhibition. 
Some perhaps may demand a reaſon why 
Mankind ſhould at firſt be laid under fuch a 
. 2 Rettraint 


1 


| 2p But ſuch ought to r whe- 
ther this be not to diſpute the caſe with their 


| Maker, to call in queſtion his right of So- 


| vereignty over us when (as we obſerv'd at firſt) 


He may without the leaſt impeachment of his 
\ Juſtice require, our conformity to any indi- 
terent Command ; or in other Words, though = 


the nature of things does not require it of us. 


And whether ſuch a demand was leſs impious 
in Noah at firſt, or in his Deſcendants after- |} 
Wards; even down to ourſelves than it would 
have been in Adam, or his Poſterity, till the | 
eneral Flood, to require a reaſon for being re- 
ſtrainꝰd from one certain Fruit, in which ſurely 


they had no Injuſtice done them, and which 


was a caſe exactly parrallel to this; i for that 
Interdiction was not built on any natura! 


* cauſe that we know off: Both were indiffe- 
rent in themſelves and fo moſt eaſy to be 


obſerved. The learned Rabbi Abravanebs 
Argument for the perpetuity of the law of %. 
ſes if not concluſive i in that caſe to which it is 


| N is yet very applicable to this before 


hs * 'This Law (faith He ſpeaking of the 
« Law of Moſes) was the reſult of the wiſſom 


© of God, who knows the ſuitableneſs of 


„ things He appoints to the ends He ordains | 
them for. As God hath appointed Bread to 
x He: the Food of Man's Body; Now we are 


not to enquire why God hath appointed 
6 Bread rather than any other thing to be the 


Food of Man, no more are we to enquire 


5 wiy God need e this Law rather | 


1-23 F-- 


© than pede: « --- No, we are to 1 conten- 


4 ted with the counſels of God though we un- 
| © derftandnot the reaſons of them”. Thepro- 
| duce of the Earth was by the divine AN 

ment, as we have ſeen, the only Food of the 
1 firſt race of Men, with the fi ngle exception of 

| one ſort of Fruit. Now this Reſtriction was 
| Coubtlels deſign'd at once both to exhibit the 
natural right of Dominion ſtill reſerv'd by the 


Donor of all the reſt, and to lay betore Men a 


| continued Occaſion of teſtifying (by a confor- 
| mity to this negative Precept) their acknow- 
ledgement of the divine Authority, both over 


themſelves and the whole Earth. This account 
All muſt own to be very conſiſtent with the 
Rules of natural Juſtice and Order in the good 
__ Government of reaſonable Creatures. And 
the fame we ſhall find to hold equally good in 
the Prohibition to the ſecond Race of "Men as 


in that to the firſt. For when the ſtate both of 
the Earth and of humane nature ſuffer'd ſuch a 
change as render'd it neceſſary to alter the Diet 
of Mankind, (the late Deluge having made 
tu Havoc among the Trees and Plants 
which yielded Food to the Aulediluviant) 


that it is highly probable their Fruits were not 


afterwards produc'd i in ſuch abundance, nei- 


ther were they ſo nutritive as before, and the 


violent concuſſions of the Earth, with the 


| Diſruptions and Agitations of the Abyſs of 
Waters at the ſame time, fo rum'd the upper- 
ſtratum, or fertile ſoil of the paradiſiacal Earth, 
as lett it for the preſent, unfit tor llage, fo 
that 


44 
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"IF" 


that urſleſs the Fleſh of brut 4 had been | 
added to the former Diet, Men had foon wan- 


ted Suſtenance. Though other cauſes beſides 5 


this might concur * for the licenſe to cat fleſh, I] 
| (which 7 it is not our preſent Buſineſs to enquire I; 
| after) I ſaywhen the common Food of Mankind 

was alter'd, another Reſtraint ot the lame na- 

ture which the former ſucceeded, and this pro- 
bably vas ſubſtituted for fomewhn at a like ræa- 
ſon with the other, only with this additional 
one; to keep up perpetually in Men a grea- | 
ter abhorrence of bloody-mindedneis: Io 
which Crime it is not unlikely the former = 


g World was too much addicted. 


But when I above, ſtile the eating of 
Blood indifferent in itſelt, perhaps I place it in 


terms too favourable, and make an unwar- 


rantable conceſſion to the PraQtice of the 
World, fince we are not at a loſs for Authori- 


ties that Blood 1s fraught with innate Proper- 


ties very pernicions to the animal life in Man, 
when received as Food. Its luxuriance in Spi- 


rits, groſs Sulphurs, and Salts (for with thoſe 


things it is loaded, if it be not a compoſition 

chicfly of them) tending to raiſe undue effer- 
' veſcencies in the Juices of the Body, Which 
may lay foundations for chronical Diſtem- 
pers. And if ſo the Prohibition from it is as well 
founded in nature, as on Gods right of Sover eig 
N ury” Over us. 5 


- See above, p. 4. 
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CHAP. . 


This negatite Lad re. eſſal ltd at the next. 
Proms cal ion of the divine Will to Men, 
nail) that to the Jewiſh Ns tion, with a pe- 
nal Sanfion annext toit. This Precept not 
= 3 _ aſe nnulPd by our Sav iour, but the Tews, 
£ /riitly conforming to it, gave him nd occa-. 
„ Vun fo much as to mention it. Tet He was 
tender of the Primitive Laws 2 to Man- 


kind. 8 


E next Public K Ke elation of thedivine 
|. © 'W Vill was by Meſes to the Jewih Peo- 
| Ls * And this Precept againlt eating of Blood 
{| was fo far from being repe cad at that time, that 
We find it renew'd or confirm'd to them in 

terms more ſtrict than before. It being now 
reinforc'd by a penal Sanction which at its firſt 
| cſtabliihment was not anncxt to it, as if in a di- 
vine reſentment of the general diſt cgard to it. 
And it is now ſtiled a Statute to be for ever 
bobſerv'd. For God ſaid to * Mz/es; 75 fall eat 
n manner of Blood, whether it be of Hertel, or 
, Beaff, in any of your Divelliags ( more 
than of thoſe ſlain at the Altar for Sacrifice) 
whatſoever Saul it be that eateth any manner 
e Blood, even that Soul ſhall be cut off from his 
People. Again, + Whatfoever Man there be of 
the Horſe "of 1/rael, or of the Strangers that 


ſojonrs "a among g you, tat eateth any ONGC of 


PPP ¾·¹ꝛu1¹⁰⅛i ͤ—àß⏑ͤ ee CL AN LITE 
— adn — 


5 


| * Lev. 5 25. 27 TCR. 17 to-the 7 


AC 


Blood, 1 will even ſet my Face agaiuſt that Soul 
that eateth Blood, and will cut him off from 
among his People: CJ. d. If he eſcape with 
Indemnity among Men, through infufticiency | 
of Evidence againſt him, or from any other 
cCauſe, yet I myſelf will puniſh him by cutting 
him off from the land of the living) For ; 
( aid He) the life of the Fleſh is in the Blood, 
| and I have given it you, upon the Altar to 
make an Atonement for your Souls: For it is 
the Blood that maketh an atonement for the |] 
Soul. Therefore I ſaid to the Children of 
' Iſrael, no Soul of you ſhall eat Blood, neither | 
Pall any Stranger that ſojourneth among you | 
eat Blood. Obſerve here a third reaſon given 
for the eſtabliſhment of this ordinance. And 
that it is likewiſe enjoined to the Gentiles as 

well as to the Jews. The Textabove-cited ex, 
preſly declares that the Sins of the Sacrifice 
were expiated by the Blood of the Beaſt offered 
in his ſtead, which Blood being (as it is there 
termed) the life of the Beaſt, was by God acc 
cepted for the life of the Offerer forteited by |] 
his Sins. Therefore what was ordained to be 
ſet apart for ſo holy an ule, if for no other 
"Treaſon, was to be held as facred, was not to 
be diſhonour'd or prophaned by a common 


W 


* — — — — — = 
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fl * Mamonid, (in more Nevoch, p. 3. c, 46.) obſerves that this 

= Denunciation is the ſame that is uſed againſt him who offereth his 

Children to Molech, (Lev. 20. 3.) And that this Phraſe is never © 
uled in Scripture in reference to any other Sin fave theſe two, Ido- 

”  latry andeatingof Blood. JJV 


u Again, * N 7 - Man there 1 of 
. e dren of Iſral or of the Strauger WhICD 
 fajourneth amongſt zou, which punteth aud 


* catcheth any Beal! or Fowl that may be 


eaten; He feel even four out the Blood 


: thereof and, cover it with Dui, Thus as 
it were to ſet this matter in fo clear a light, 


that Men might avoid miſtakes about it, It 


= was ordain'd that both the Blood of a © cacrifice, . 


and alſo that of any Beaſt or Fowl killed for 
their own uſe, both by Jews and Gentiles 
ſhould be accounted Sacred, and not only be 
abſtained from, but, to ſhew the greater vene- 

ration ſhould be buried in the Earth.  And/in 
v. 14.) there follows an earneſt Recapitulation, 
w ih a Command not to eat the Blood of any 
manner of Fleſh: To ſet forth the Importance 
of the Ordinance and to deter Men the more 


from the breach of it. Laſtly, to the ſame 


| - purpoſe, in Deut. (ch. xii. v. 15, 23, 24 3+ 
1s . Fan Ou 9 85 and eat We in 0 thy 


2?2—em 


Hes Lev. x 17. 13. 
Some think let ay | Beaft ſhould lick it up. Ae 


JT gives another reaſon for it. viz Leaſt any Idolators or Dea ers 
Vith Dæmons ſhould meet to feaſt about it, for in thoſe time; 
it was thought that Dæmons fed on the Blood, whilit _ Wor- 
J  fhippers fat about it eating the Fleſh. (More Nevochim, p. 3. c. 46 
The Jews thought that if a Man ſaw his Neighbour kill a Beaſt | 

and neglect to cover its Blood, with Duſt, he w as bound to go 


and do it himſelf, becauſe the: Injunction runs in genera! term; co 


all the Children of Ißrael, and its further faid by ſome that they 


| covered it with this ſolemn Benediction. Bled be the Lord on, 


1 Cod, the King of the World, who hath ſantifed us <vith his Pro. © 
T cepts, and commanded us to cover Blood? Which thews us that they 
J look upon this as a Precept of great Importance. 


VVV. B. Probabiy the old Eythagoræ ans deriv 64 their Ab ainence 
5 from Blood from theſe Lav to the Jew:. 


"18 3 


"RR 1 thy Soul. If 2th after _ ont 
| 'Fhe unclean and clean may eat thereof, Only 
| te ſure (Heb. be ſtrong ) that thou eat not 


the Blood, for the Blood is the Life, and thou 


may; not eat the 4 Life with the Fleſh. Thou 
halt not eat it, (I fay) thou ſhalt Pour. 1. on 
the Earth as Water.” — 


And if we conſult the Hiſtory of that Peo- | | 


ple, we find that in a Captivity of Theirs * 
Though they were criminal in other Inſtances 


(which are there enumerated) yet it is obſerva- | 
ble, the firſt mention'd cauſe of that their Di- 55 


„ ſtr eſs is their eating (Fleſh) with the Blood. 


Thus it appears this Ordinance was ſo far | = 


from being repeal'd in the Diſpenſation of the 
divine Will to the Jews, that on the contrary 


it was more ſtrictly enjoined than before, and 5 


a ſevere Penalty annext to the non-obſervance _ 
of it. So we proceed to the next (being the 


laft) extraordinary Revelation to Mankind, S 


which was that delivered by the Saviour of the 
World, and his Apoſtles. 


And firſt, our Lord declares, that he came | 
not to deſiray the Law, that is, not to aboliſh, | 
either the primitive Inſtitutions, or the moral | 


Law of Moſes. Now tho? this Precept before 


us was one of the firſt (being inſtituted long 


before Moſes) yet what in a great meaſure 


leads men to e our bleſſed Saviour deignd | 
to include this allo in the Moſaic ritual Law, _ 


which was to be done away, ſeems to be an 


2 
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Expreſiion 0 bis to this Ea *. it; is not that 
eich goeth into the Month that deffleth a 

Nan, but that which proceedeth out of it. 
But the whole occaſion of theſe Word 
is 5 very plain from the Context. The Scribes 
and Phariſees came to Jeſs, demanding of him 
the Reaſon why his Diſciples dared to trant- 

greſs the Tradition of their Elders, in a ay 
gard to waſhing their Hands before the ey fat - 


down to Meat. For St. Mark tells us, rela- 


ting the ſame Pallage, that theſe Zealots had 
ſeen ſome of Chrife” 5 Ditciples, cat with (what 
they call'd) C !2filed, that is with unwaſhen 
Hands : For ith He, 7 he Phariſees © all the 
fes, excepi they waſh their Hands often, eat 


wt , holaing the Tradition of the. Flders ; neither 


0 they eat when they come from the Mar ket, 


| except. they waſh. And many other things 
(C. continues he)there be, which they have recei- 


ved by Tradition to hold, as the waſhing of 
Cups and Pots, of Veſſels and Tables. Here- 
upon our Lord, after he had more pertinently 
enquired of 8 why they oppoſed trad! -. 


tions meerly humane to the Commands of God, 
| and given them Inſtances wherein they did 
10; {Particularly i in making Religion to con- 


ſiſt in external waſhings and the like; but omit- 


ting the weightier Laws, ſuch as Duty to Pa- 


rents: For notwithſtanding there was a divi we 


| Ordinance that all without Diſtinction thou! g 
| honour and relieve them, yet their Traditio; 


e to diſcharge Men both from the 
Duty and Puniſhment due to the Breach ofiey 
9 2 3 e 


r 


He then very frankly reproves them for their 
Hypocriſy in pretending to honour God 
with their Lips, when their Hearts were far 
from him, telling them therefore, it was in vain 
they (in appearance only) worſhip'd Him: 
(by) teaching for (divine) Doctrines, (things 
which were barely) the Commandments f 
Men, and to rendring the Laws of God of no 
effect by their Traditions: or, Impoſing on 
the People ſuch things, as outward cleanſ-. 
! 1:gs, as of abſolute neceſſity, when as they | 
were wholly indifferent, becauſe not required 
by the divine Authority, and at the ſame tine 
ejecting Laws which were really divine. And 
then immediately addreſſing himſelf to the 
- Mutitirude He gave them to underſtand that 
(in reference to the queſtion of the Phariſees a- 
bout traditionary Waſhings and external Puri- 
| fications) Though their Hands, or their culi- 
nary Veſſels, chanc'd to be unwaſh'd, when at 
any time they fa: down to eat, yet ſo tri- 
fling a Circumſtance could not poſſibly defile 
- them of itſelf. Becauſe, though perhaps ſome- 
thing might adhcre to their meat Which was 
unclèan to the Body or unfit for its nouriſu- 
ment, yet paſſing thro' the Stomach into the | 
common Ducts, by which all things hetroge- 
neal to the Body, (or which are rejected in its 
internal Secretions) are caſt out of it, It 
could have naturally no ill effect upon That. 
And the Heart, or will being no way polluted. 
by it, becauſe it was unprohibited by God, 
it could not defile the Soul. But that the me +: 
r e e 


real Pollutions, and which it was of greater 
Conſequence to avoid, originally proceeded 
from within, being the exertions of an evil 
Heart, whether tending to Murder, Adultery, 
| faiſe Witneſs, Blaſphemy, and the like. That 
theſe being the great Impurities chiefly prohi- 
bited by God, more emphatically defiled the 
Hence it appears, our Saviour's Diſcourſe at 
that time, was very remote from the ſubject 
We are treating of and amounted to no more 
| than this, zamely, The condemning and ex- 
poſing an impertinent & ſuperſtitious Cuſtom 
of the Jews, founded only on the Tradi- 
tion of their Elders. The obſervance of which 
was not only vain in itſelf, but (becauſe they 
ſubſtituted outward cleanſings inſtead of in- 
ward Purity)tended very much ro depretiat e 
and render ineffectual the more conliderable 
moral Ordinances, which owing their rife to 
an higher Authority, he enjoyns both his Dit- 


{ ciplesand the Multitude to comply with. "The | 
1 Scribes and Phariſees (ſaid He) ſit in Alaſes's 


{ Seat, whatſoever therefore they command you 


1 (conſonant to the divine Law) That obſerve ye 
and do; but follow not after their Works, 
their religious Deeds being laid for popular 
Applauſe, and fordid Avarice the Spring of 
their civil Actions; being ſo blind and fooliſh 


ds to neglect if not wholly omit thoſe impor- 
tant Duties, True Judgment, Mercy, and Faith, 


1 and to ſubſtitute in their room as an Atone- 


- 41 ment for that their Deficency the paying 


Iythe, | 


Tythes of Herbs, ſtraining at a Gnat and ſwal- 


lowing a Camel in a ſuperſtitious veneration of 


outward Cleanſings &; but make no ſcruple of 1 


defiling themſelves inwardly with Exceſs and 
— ES 
This being the moſt obvious and unſtrain'd 


Senſe and Pharaphraſe of thoſe Words of our 


Saviour, what is there in all this which bears 
any relation to our Subject? what do we find 


here why we may not believe that the Precept 


concerning Abſtinence from Blood was ſo far 
from being expreſsly aboliſh'd at this time, or 
neceſſarily imply*d to be ſo, that it was not fo 
much as underſtood either by CHriſt or his 
Auditors, to fall under their preſent Debate: 
The Occaſion of which, and the Scope and 


- Tendency of their Diſcourſings in it having 


no Afinity thereto. Had our Lords Adver- 
ſaries found in his Diſciples a Contempt or 
Neglect of this Ordinance, and thereupon de- 
manded of Him a reaſon why they tranſgreſs'd 
(not the Tradition of their Elders but) the 
Command of God, by ſo doing; And had he 
then acknowledg'd to them, that there was 


indeed ſuch a Law given to the Fathers of the {I 
preſent World; but that He came with Autho- Þ 


. —_—A 


The Jews in our Saviour's Time held the Cuſtom of waſh- 


ing their Hands, &c. in ſuch Veneration, that a breach thereof 


was with them equally criminal with Whoredom, they account- _ 
ing the non-obſerver of it worthy not on'y of FExcomunication 


O 


but Death. And Rabbi Aguiba being in Priſon and not having 
Water enough both for Drink and Waſhing his Hands, is ſaid 
to have choſen the latter, ſaying, it is better to die with Thirſt 
than to tranſgreſs the Tradition of the Elders. | | 


rity. 


| rity ſufficient to repeal it, as being a Lord, not 


me" 


. only of the Sabbath-Day, (as he tells them in 


another place He was) but likewiſe of this, or 

of any other of the primitive Precepts, I ſay 

had it been thus, and our Lords diſcourſe had 
pointed at it, the matter had at once been de- 


termin'd; but the caſe was ſo far otherwiſe, 
that on the one hand the Scribes and Phariſees 


ſtrictly adhered to the obiervance of it, and 


{ therefore gave our Saviour no Occaſion to re- 


criminate or mention ſuch a thing to them; 
for it had been unjuſt to reprove them for a 
thing in which they were no way blameable: 
| And doubtleſs both himſelf and his Diſciples 
_ obſerv'd it on the other hand, and according- 


ly were never charg'd by their adverſaries 
with the Breach of it, as they certainly had if 
1 Occaſion had been given, there being therefore 


no room for either ſide to object, we may con- 
_ clude the above Paſſage had no reference to it. 


4 8 If it be objected notwithſtanding that when 


Chriſt in plain Terms aſſerts, there is nothing 


going into a Man that can defile him, though 
his Words do not amount to an expreſs Re- 


vocation of this Precept, yet litterally taken 
they imply as much, It is anſwered that we 
have abundant Inſtances in Scripture of other 
Texts beſides this which likewile relate to 
plain Doctrine, that cannot be taken in a ſtrict 
ly litteral Senſe without contradicting the ge- 
neral tenor of thoſe Writings. Thus what 
can be more abſolute than the promiſe of Sal- 
vation made to a Faith in Chriſt only up 
on our Bapiiim in the following Text * Ho- 
„„ JJ... 


ſoever believeth and 

And * whoſo Lelieveth in the Son of Man ſhall 
not periſh but have eternal Life. Or to a con- 
feſſion of Sins only, in this, * If we cenfeſs | 
our Sins God is faithfull and juſi to forgive us 


7s baptiſed ſhall be ſaved 


our Sins. Now both theſe are made, if we take 


them in their proper ſenſe, excluſive of Obedi- {| 
ence, without which other Texts leave us no 


hope of Salvation. Again the words + Swear 
not at all, are exactly parallel to the Text a- 
bove mention'd and full as expreſs, which yet 
the greateſt caſuiſts tell us muſt not be ta- 


ken in a ſtrictly proper Senſe. 


_ Laſtly we are not without Inſtances * how | 


tender our Lord was of nullifying any of the 


primitive Inſtitutions as when the Phariſes in- 
ſidiouſly deſired his Opinion about the law- 
tulneſs of Divorces, on {light Occaſions ( which 


thing was commonly practiſed by the Jews ) 


he refer'd them for their Satisfaction in that 
point to the Law at firſt given to Adam, by 
virtue whereof, he told them the married {| 
Couple became as one Fleſh, and therefore 


ought not to be ſeparated; they demanded, 


if that primitive Law was obligatory, why 
Moſes ſhould permit Divorcements, and or- 
dain the manner of the Proceſs in ſuch caſes, 


(which was to give a Bill notifying the Releafe | 
into the Woman's Hand before witneſſes,) 


| he reply'd that indeed Maſes becauſe of the 
hardneſs of Heart and perverſneſs of their fore- 


Fathers, who could net brook a confinement 


— 


>= Markt 16,: 16 ſohn 3. 15. John 1. 9. 


+ Math. 5. 34. James 5, 12. * Math. 19. Mark 10. 2 


to the firſt Inſtitution, permitted them to 


uſe this liberty. But, taid he, God's Ap- 


pointment at the beginning was otherwiſe, 
and therefore in his ſtead, I here ratify that 


primitive Ordinance, declaring to you that 


 Whoſoever putteth away his Wife, except it 
be for Fornication (or an unlawfull inter- 


1 courſe with another Man before their late 
Marriage) and Marrieth another (Woman) 


commiteth Adultery( with that other whom he 
taleth in her place - Whom therefore (ſaid 
he) God at fir/t joined, let not Man put a. 
ſander, To which we may add, what God 
at firſt Seperated, let not Man without his 


1 Licenle, put together.) But theſe things plain- 
ly ſhew us, that though our Lord look'd up- 
on ſuch of the Moſaic Laws as were not found 
ec, either on a Primitive or Natural Inſtituti- 


on, to be peculiarly fram'd for and adapt- 
ed to the OEconomy of the Jew! People, 
and might therefore be diſpens'd with, yet 
that He held the Original Laws to Mankind 
as indiſpenſibſle 1 


N 


II was 5 „ at he abolition 
e all Jewiſh Rites, and Ceremonies, el. t 

ſocald le iuiſialen for one of them, & its per- 
Pe tua Ol ſer vance ratifyd, by a Catholick 
Caron, of the great Synod of Apoſiles aud 
Dale of the Chriſtian Church, and this 
communicated by 0 ircular Letters to the 
Churches. The A Poſtles Siriftly adhered = 

to i, aid berfilles in their Ordinance "AF + 

4 Phear d ſeveral Tears afterwards. 

1t teas obſerved by the primitive Chriſtians, - 

till the general Coruption of Chriſtianity, and | 
ite ol ſervance is ſtill retained by the Eaſtern 
Church, but being left unrevived at the Re- 
formation in the Weſtern Church, it has | 
" hitherto continued ſo. Their Pleas oy 2 
the Evacuation of thts Law. ; 
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'E find not any thing in the New 5 
I eſtament that has Relation to the 
x 4 in Hand, till after the Aſcenſion of | 
our Lord; when, as Paul and Barnabas were 
{ publiſhing the glad Tidings of the Goſpel i in 
Anbioch, and other Cities of Syria; certain 
Men bf Judea coming into thoſe Parts, at- 
* tempted upon their OW Authority to per- 
ſwade the Gentle Converts. into a belief that 
an obſervance of--C Cireu meiſion, and of the 
* Law cf Mefes, as well as Faith in 
Cbriß, Je ſus was ab 3 neceſſary to Sal- 
5 tlc 2nd! ing theſe two A- 
s os 


vation. and not 


poſtles vigoroully oppos'd this Doctrine, 
yet we find their ſingle Authority infui 


( 27 


8 Uci- 


ent to ſuppreſs it. Hereupon it was found 
nieceſſary that they both ſhould go up toge- 
ther to a general Convocation of the Apoſtles 
and Elders of the Church with this important 
Query, and likewiſe that many others deput- 
cd from thoſe Cities ſhould accompany them, 
l. perhaps to obviate any ſuſpicion of the two 
Miſſionaries returning with a partial account 


of their Determination.) Upon their arrival 


at Jeruſalem, where the great Council was 
to be conven'd, and communicating the Oc- 


cCaſion of that their ſourney; though at firſt 


ſome of the Se& of the Phariſecs lately 
converted to Chriſtianity, profeſs'd the ſame 


Sentiments in this Matter with the Jews a- 


bove mention'd, yet we afterwards ind the 
whole Community unanimous in their Opini- 
on to the contrary: For on a Convention of 
the Apoſles, Elders, and Rulers, of the Chri- 
ſtian Church / who being inſpired by the Ho- 
ly Ghoſt, compos'd ſuch an intallible genera] 
Council as no after Ages can boalt of, and who 
in a proper ſenſe were tne Fathers of the 


Church,) it was propos'd, whether a true 


Faith in Chriſt was ſufficient to Juſtification, 
or not, unleſs accompanied with the Jewiſh 
| Rites of Circumciſion, and an obſervance of 


the Ceremonial La“? 


bate appears to carry. {ſuch wei zlit with it 


And firſt, S. Peter's reaſoning in this de- 


0 


as at once to determine the Matter. It he- 
| e | - "Þ 2 | - ina 


e 


ing to this eſſect, that many of the Gen- 
tiles (particularly Cornelius and his Family) 


by the divine bleſſing on his Miniſtry, be- 
ing converted to the Chriſtian Religion, and 
having on their firſt belief in Chriſt, receiv- 
ed the Holy Ghoſt, as well as the Apoſtles 
themſelves; and ſo their Hearts being puri- 
fyed by Faith alone, they were already ac- 


cepted by God, and fo juſtifyed without Cir- 


cumciſion or obſerving the Ceremonial Law. 
Nay, having been never under the Law 
of Moſes, if they after embracing the Faith 
of Chriſt and receiving the holy Ghoſt upon 
it, owned the Obligation of the Moſaic Law, 
and ſubmitted to its ordinances, they muſt im- 
ply that a Faith in Chriſt was inſufficient 
to juttification and Acceptance with God. 
That therefore thoſe Ceremonies were not 
only unneceſſary to be retained, but utterly 
unfit to be ſubmitted to: And being moreo- 
ver an intollerable Yoke even to the Fews, | 
and much more would they be ſo to the Gen- 
tiles, who were unuſed to bear ſuch a weight. 
Ihe Apoſtles ought not therefore to tempt, 
or provoke God by laying on them a Burthen 
from which he had wholly exempted them. 
For (continued Peter) we beheve that 
through the Grace of our Lord Jeſus Chriſt, 
we ſhall obtain Salvation even as our Fore- 
Fathers did by the Law of Mo ſe s. | 


The Argument of Paul and Barnabas tend- ; | 
ed much to the fame purpoſe. They pleading - 
that the Miracles which God enabled them 


e 


to work amongſt the Gentiles, for their 

immediate Converſion to Chriſtianity ; ſuffici- 
ently evinc'd that he approv'd of their com- 
ing into the Chriſtian Church without an 
.- obſervance of Legal Ceremonies 
_ _ Laſtly, the Apoſtle St. James (being reſi- 
dentary Biſhop of Jeruſalem and fo Preſident 
of the Aſſembly ) pronounceth the Reſult of 
; theſe Debates; the deſinitive Sentence runs to 
this Effect. That the new Converts from 


Gentiliſin, ſhould not be burthened with any 


unneceſſary Ceremonies : But left they ſhould 
miſtake a primitive Precept, as deſign'd to be 
aboliſh'd with the Jewiſh Rites, it was there- _ 


fore needful to inform them, that though 


the Holy Ghoſt and themſelves at once for 
ever exempted them from obſervances of any 
ſuch as legal Ceremonies, (even the great 
marks of Diſtinction, Circumciſion, and the 


5 diſcriminating of Meats into Clean and Un- 


clean not excepted ) yet they could not di- | 


| penſe with that negative Precept bound up- 


Ac of Conſecration of their Meat to fome 


5 * See Dr. Spencer de Rit. Heb. p. 


on them from the beginning (and fo in force 

long before the Jewiſh Law ) namely, an 
Abſtinence from cating of Blood, whether | 
drain'd from Animals or ſettled in their Fleſh 


when ſtrangled. And moreover, becauſe they 


cCochabited with Idolaters, their unconverted 
Country-Men; being ſo over run with Su- 
perſtition, that they ſcarcely eat without an 
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Idol or Dæmon; and were likewiſe ſuch Liber- 
tines as generally to Account Fornication no 


wayCriminal, f that therefore they ſhould 
more eſpecially keep themſelves unpolluted _ 
with thoſe Crimes which were more emi- | 


nently conſpicuous and flagrant amongſt them. 
To this final Deciſion the reſt ot the - 


poſtles, Elders, and the whole Aſſembly, 


nanimouſly declared their Aſſent, and . 1 


upon diſpatch'd it away in Form of an E. 
piſtle to the Gentile Converts, by ſome of 
tlie chief Men of the Council ( who were 
Elders of Churches in Judea) together with | 
Barnabas and Paul, doubtleſs to the End 


that this their Determination might carry 


along with it a more undiſputed Authority. 5 


But above all, they took care to inform 
the Converts, that it had the Sanction of the 


Holy Ghoſt Ihe Decree runing in theſe | 
expres words, It ſeemed goad to the holy 


Ghol/, and to us, being Aſſembled with one : 


accord to lay upon you 29 greater Burther 
than theſe neceſſary things, Ic. From which 
rf you keep your ſelves ye ſhall do well. Im- 
plying that whoever did not abſtain from 
them. after fuch Wn end would miſ- 
Cary. 3 


+ The Heathens held imp e Forateatioh- to be a thing A Tndiffere nt 2 5 
that er ally their Lars alowd, and in many "Nation: pro- 


vided for it, but in all Countries eddi at it. Hence 8. Paul: - 


in his Epittles to moſt of the Churches, particularly in that to 
the Church of Con inth, points eſpecially at the ſin of Fornica- 
tion, Ihe a; ing the deſtructive Nature of it: Al]! which ſhews 
it prevailed generally | in the: word in bans Apoll, Days. 


Some 


. 


Sehne time after this decretal Epiſtle of”: 


. =» "the great Synod was publiſſi'd at Antioch 
1 where had been the chief Stir about this 
important Affair) we find Paul and Silas 
{1 making the Tour of Heid and Cilicia, and 
tend'ring to the Chriſtian Communities in the 


Cities thereof, Copies of the Decree, to be 
ſafely repoſited by them, in order to be 4 
certain Directory to ground and eſtablijh chan 

in the true Faith, to frame an uniformity 

amongſt the Churches, in their obſervance of 

- THe Precepts there enjoya'd, and to be both 


| a Record and Authority tor the uſe of fu- 


ture Generations. FT 
And it 1s recorded, that many years after 


\ wards, the Apoſtles and Flders ſtill adhered 
0 this their Canon; for when they perſwad- 


ed St. Paul on his return to Jeriſalem, to 
conform himſelf 7 as b being a Jeto) for that 
time, to the Ceremony ot „ accord- 
ing to the Law of Meſes, (which conſiſting 
chiefly in offerings of chankfulneſs to God, 
and in a more {trick 8 eparation from all the 
Pollutions of the World to his Service, wass 
very conſiſtent with the deſign and Spirit 
of Chriltzanity J and this they did for the 
fake of the ing Jews, who had con- 
ceœived an averſion to him, from an Opinion 
that he of a ſtrict obſerver was become an 
inveterate contemner of their Law (an high 
veneration of Which they could not on a ſad- 
den give up) the Apotttes add thus, as touchs | 


: ing the Gentiles ( indelinirly ) who h We 
nave 


e 


have * 11 ince, | both concluded, and 1 | 
(to them) that they (are to) obſerve no 


fuch thing ( as legal Ceremonies ) fave only, | 


Sc. Note the word fave, in this Place muſt _ 


not be underſtood as implying that thoſe In- 


Hibitions were any part peculiarly of the 7 


Jewiſh Law, for though they were indeed 


included therein as well as that againſt Mur- | 
der, the Injunction to keep a Sabbath and 


others; yet both the Ancelters of the Jews 


and all Men elſe were obliged to obſerve them 


long before Moſes, who diſpens'd that Law 
to the Jetes. But the Word muſt be tak- 


en in the ſame ſenſe with a like Phraſe in |] 
many other places of Scripture, as (1 Kings 
2. 18.) There was no ſtranger with us int 


the Houſe, ſave we 1w9. Where the Syn- 


tax is not regarded, for according to the 
natural propricty of the Expreſſion, they two 
who are there oppos'd to ſtrangers, and no- 
minated in contradiſtinction to them, are con- 
founded with them: But the Ancients did 
not tie up themſelves to a ſtrict obſervance | 
of the Rules of Grammar, in caſes where the 
ſenſe was eee and could not — be 7 


miſtaken. 2 
Thus have we 3 the Prohibition 10 feed 


on the Blood of any Creature, enjoyn'd at 

firſt to the whole World, without exception, 
in the Fathers of the preſent Race of Man- 
kind, and we find a ſolemn Ratiſication of 
it in all the Promulgations of the divine will 


to Men * ang: back d by ſuch a 


com- 5 


complicated Authority in the laſt of them 
as could never ſince be parallePd, (and fo it 
could not be expected the Holy Ghoſt ſhould 
again touch upon this Affair, as indeed it ne- 


ver after appears he did) and accordingly was 


it religiouſly obſerv'd by the Chriſtians for ſe- 
veral Ages, ſucceeding that wherein it was 
te- eſtabliſh'd by the Founders of our Religi- 
on (even till an almoft general Corruption of 
Chriſtianity,) all which one would think were 


putes about its being Obligatory to thoſe 


| who own the Divine Authority of Scripture. 
It is indeed retain'd to this Day by the Eaſtern 
Church, eſpecially by the Chriſtian Sect of 
the Maronites in Turkey: But notwitliſtand- 


ing all this, becauſe our memorable Reform- 
ers from the great Degeneracy above-men- 
tioned, (which alas, even yet obtains over too 
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Some of the Fathers who would not acknowledge the perpe- 
tual Obligation of this Precept, as founded only on the Decree of 
the Apoſtles, deny not that the primitive Chriſtians obſerv'd it, 
and own'd themſelves to do ſo too, but they ſay that their Ab- 
ſtinence was founded on the Law at firſt given to Noah's Family. 
Nou if it was really their Duty to Abſtain from Blood whether 
in Obedience to the Noachical or the Apoſtolical Precept, it mat 
ters not; the Obligation is the ſame, ſince both owe their riſe ta 


| the ſame Authority. Dr. Hammond who oppoſeth its perpetuity 
pet confeſſeth it to be held inviolable by the Churches long afte: 


die Apoſtles Days and owns it to be confirm'd by ſevera! 
Councils both in the Greek and Latin Church, who thought 
it to be of that Importance as to pronounce no leſs a Punzthmen: 
than Excommunication againſt the non obferwers of it. 


2; 


rea! 
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5 have 3 nn ince, both condudief and written, 
” (to them) that they (are to) obſerve no 


ſuch thing (as legal Ceremonies ) fave only, 
Oe. Note the word ſave, in this Place muſk | 
not be underſtood as implying that thoſe In- 
hibitions were any part peculiarly of the 
Fewwiſh Law, for though they were indeed |. 
included therein as well as that againſt Mur- 
der, the Injunction to keep a Sabbath and (| 


| others; yet both the Anceſters of the Jews 192 


and all Men elſe were obliged to obſerve them ; 


long before Moſes, who diſpens'd that Law ; 


to the Jeton. But tlie Word muſt be tak- 1 


en in the ſame ſenſe with a like Phraſe. in 
many other places of Scripture, as ( 1 Kings | 
2. 18.) There was no ranger with us in 


| the Houſe, ſave we 1wo. Where the Syn- 
tax is not regarded, for according to the 
natural propricty of the Expreſſion, they two 


who are there oppos'd to ſtrangers, and no- 


minated in contradiſtinction to them, are con- | | | 
founded with them : But the Ancients did | 


not tie up themſelves to a ſtrict obſervance 


of the Rules of Grammar, in caſes where the 


ſenſe was -— RE and could not ealily be 


miſtaken. 
Thus have we ſeen = Prohibition to fed 


on the Blood of any Creature, enjoyn'd at 


firſt to the w hole World, without exception, 
in the Fathers of the preſent Race of Man- 
kind, and we find a ſolemn Ratification of 
it in all the Promulgations of tke divine will 
to M en aſterwards, : and back'd by ſuch a 
com- 


complicated Authority in the laſt of them 
1 as could never ſince be parallePd, (and fo it 
c could not be expected the Holy Ghoſt ſhould 
again touch upon this Affair, as indeed it ne- 
ver after appears he did) and accordingly was 
it religiouſly obſerv'd by the Chriſtians tor ſe- 
veral Ages ?, ſucceeding that wherein it was 
re- eſtabliſh'd by the Founders of our Religi- 
on (even till an almoſt general Corruption of 
Chriſtianity,) all which one would think were 
fully ſufficient to obviate any farther Diſ- 
putes about its being Obligatory to thoſe. 
| who own the Divine Authority of Scripture. 
It is indeed retain'd to this Day by the Eaſtern 
Church, eſpecially by the Chriſtian Sect of 
the Maronites in Turkey: But notwitliſtand- 
ing all this, becauſe our memorable Reform- 
ers from the great Degeneracy above-men- 
tioned, (Which alas, even yet obtains over too 
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Some of the Fathers who would not acknowledge the perpe- 
tual Obligation of this Precept, as founded only on the, Decree of 
the Apoſtles, deny not that the primitive Chriſtians obſerv'd it, 
and own'd themſelves to do ſo to, but they ſay that their Ab 
ſtinence was founded on the Law at firſt given to Noa/b's Family. 
Now if it was really their Duty to Abſtain from Blood whether 
in Obedience to the Noachical or the Apoſtolical Precept, it mat- 
ters not; the Obligation is the ſame, ſince both owe their rife to 
the ſame Authority. Dr. Hammond who oppoleth its perpetuity 
yet confeſſeth it to be held inviolable by the Churches long after 
the Apoſtles Days and owns it to be confirm'd by ſevera! 
Councils both in the Greet and Latin Church, who thought 
it to be of that Importance as to pronounce no lels A Punithmen: | 
than Fxcommunication againſt the non-ob{ervers of it. 
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the ſacred Writings; and they add that it was || 
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great a part of the Chriſtian World) have let 
this Precept unreviv'd, as well as ſeveral other 
Things unrectified. (Fot though the higheſt. 
” Reſpect is juſtly due to their Memory, it is 
notorious, that they have not ſo reform'd the 
Chriſtian Religion as to leave no Room for a 
further Reformation. But truly there has ap- 
pear'd a frightful Bugbear in the way to it, 4. 
namely, Innovation.) The generality of Men 
in our Weſtern Church have found Means 


to excuſe themſelves from any Regard to it, 


by interpreting both the Words of the Apoſ- 
tolical Decree, and ſome few Texts, chiefly 
in St. Paul's Epiſtles, after ſuch a manner as 
to evacuate the Obligation of this Precept. 


In the firſt Place, it is hinted by ſome, that 


Blood in the Apoſtolical Decree may be only 1 
another term for Murder (which is the ſhed- Þ 
ing unjuſtly of Humane Blood) fince the 


Word is uſed in that Senſe in many Places of 


needful to prohibit the gentile Converts both 


the Act and Connivance of Murder, becauſe 
being Pagans before, they could not ſpeedily {| 
be drawn from their late corrupt Practiſes, 
nor beſides could they as yet be ſuppos'd too 


indeed moſt, if not all of our later Writers from him. 


/// / r e 
Others who deny not the genuine Senſe of 


be throughly acquainted with the Chriſtian 


the Text *, maintain that this Decree of the | 


b Particularly Dr. Hammond (from ſome of the Fathers) and 5 


ns 


: | 4 was e d meerly to 470 giving . 
1 Offence to ſome weak judaizing Chriſtians: 


It requiring of the Gentiles only the ſame 
Obſervances which the Jets demanded from 
them when they became Proſelytes of the 


Sate, or, on their Pr oſelitiſm from Idolatry 
to the Jewiſh Religion, 


Again, tis afſerted by others that it paſsꝰd ; 


{| chietlyin Oppoſition to the corrupt Practiſes 
[of the Heathens in their Idolatrous Feaſts, and | 
3 therefore it is infer' d, 


Laſtly, That it was calculated. barely for 


the infant State of the Church. To remain 
in force only for a time. Tis aſſerted allo, 


That St. Paul accordingly i in ſore of his E- 


1 piſtles implies a Revocation of it, and that in 
1 proceſs of Time, v/z. when there was a co- 
aleſcence of Jews and Gentiles into the Pro- 


feſſion of Chriſtianity it was difus'd by moſt 


Chriſtians. Theſe are the great Pleas taken 


up for an almoſt univerſal diſregard of this 


primitive Law in the Weſtern C urch, let us 


| therefore conlider them — 


1 8 5 


bi CHAP. 1: 5 8 
3 The former Pleas: ll fully anſwered.” 4 1 


#1 y of the wohole. The nullityiug of this = 


| Command may Pr ove of very ill Conſequence 


to Religion in general, and likewiſe render © £ 
Partici lar Perſons Pa es after __ ” 


are once « { Gola Fr t. 


LL 

| 

| 

il 
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theſe who are uſually ſtiled Fathers 


N D Firſt, It is true that ſome - -_ 1 


in tlie Chriſtian Church underſtand the Word 


5 Blood in the Text to ſignify Murder. But it 


is not very difficult to point out as great Miſ- 


takes of theirs in other Caſes beſides this be- 5 
fore us, particularly, the Story of the Cells 


ol the Seventy is aſſerted for a Truth and re- 
 ly'd on by Jaſiin Martyr, Irenaus, Clem. I.. 
lexand. Cyril of Jeruſalem, Epiphanius, 88 


y Auſlin, Tertullian, Euſebius, St. Hilary, and | 


 Theogoret, yet have we very good Reaſons 4 
to think the honeſt Fathers impos'd on by a | 


Af fabulous Tradition from the Fews. Again, | 


they generally taught, (for three or four Cen- 
turies at leaſt) that thoſe who are ſtiled the 


Sons of God in Gen. vi. were good Angels 
|. who were tranſported with the Love of Wo- 


men and ſo begat on them Giants and evil 
1 Spirits. This they are likewiſe ſaid to have 


from a Tradition recorded by Joſephus and 1 


Pb , and is an Opinion too ridiculous and 
| 1 E See Dr. OR 5 Treat of Tradition, I 


dpd | 


e ( 5 


ſtupid to need a Confutation. Hence and 


| from many other Inſtances which might be 


brought, we may ſee how little Reaſon we 


gd Have to rely on any of their Opinions which 
1 are not ſufficiently confirmed by the Word 
of God. Yet it may be remember'd, that 


Others of thoſe Fathers retain'd the genuine 


| Conſtruction of the Text. However, as none 


of them pretended to-Infpiration, ſo a bare 


Opinion on either Side unleſs ſupported by 
ſcriptural Reaſon, is not Argument, nor of 
Authority ſufficient to impoſe an implicit Be- 
| Het upon others who have an equal right to 

= interpret with themſelves, and therefore the 
Matter is by no Means to go upon this Iſſue. 
But is the Act or Connivance of Murder 
Jo indifferent or dubious in the Nature of the 
II hing, that it could be poſſible, any even 
of the Gentiles were fo ignorant as to need 
an Information of its being a Sin they ought 


to abſtain from? Is it not a glaring Breach 


of the cleareſt Law of Nature, interwoven 


with the very Conſtitution of our Frame? 


Accordingly we have a ſignal Paſſage to this 
purpoſe in St. Paul's Voyage to Rome, when 
the Barbarlans of Malta, ſeeing a viper faſ- 
ten itſelf on his Hand after his eſcape in the 
Shipwreck; faid among themſelves doubtleſs 


this Man is a Murderer, whom tho? he hath 


| <cſcaped the Sea, divine Vengeance ſuffereth 


* 


Acts xxviii. 


not 


not to live, as looking on Murder to be the 


i moſt flagitious Crime and ſo the moſt likely to 
be purſu'd by the divine Juſtice of any they 


could poſſibly think of 


Again, becauſe in Scripture Phraſe many 1 


8 Words are turned from their proper Senſe to : 
' a metaphorical one, is that any Licenſe for 


us, to confine them to that Senſe when ever 
we think fit, whether the context allows it 


or not, and that for no other Reaſon but 


ſo taken when ſeparately conſidered? It is 


certain, that the term Blood is often put for 


Murder, and fo is the word Fleſh, for the cor- 


ruption or depravity of our Nature, and like- 
wiſe this Phraſe. The Kingdom of God, com- 


monly in the New Teſtament denotes the com- 


; ing of Chriſt or the Kingdom of God ſet up | 


in the Hearts of Believers here on Earth. 
But no one can ſuppoſe that whenever we 


meet with theſe Words and they will (di—- 
tinctly conſidered) without an Abſurdity bear | 
a figurative Senſe, we therefore may give | 
them ſuch an Acceptation, when at the ſame JJ 
time we have good reaſon to believe they | 


were meant otherwiſe. I ſhall inſtance here 
in a Text wherein are all the three Phraſes JI. 


i above mention'd. St. Paul diſcourſing on the 
Reſurrection of the Body aſſerts, That Fleſh | 


and Blood (i. e. ſuch Fleſh and Blood as we 


poſſeſs here on Earth) cannot inherit the Rzng- 
dom of God, or his future Kzngdom of Glory. 


Nov that we muſt take the Text here in the 
proper import of the Words, is evident on 
ſeveral Accounts, though moſt of the Fa- 
thers interpret them not in a natural, but mo- 
ral and figurative Senſe; taking the Words 
Fleſh and Blood to mean the corrupt Affecti- 
ons of the Fleſh: But we ſhall the leſs won- 
der at their above Tenets, if we reflect that 
they commonly affected a way of allegoriz- 
ing not only plain Doctrines, but ſimple mat- 
ters of Fact, after the manner of the Jewiſh 
But does not the other part of the Inter- 
| diction in the Apoſtolical Decree, namely, 
' Things ſtrangled, clearly determine the Queſ- 

| tion, and confine the Senſe of the Word 


Blood to a literal Conſtruction ? (as it were 


{ purpoſely to prevent a miſtaking the Senſe 
of) This, ch 

and therefore (ſince there was no other poſ- 
| {ible way left to evade the force of it) they 


e Objectors could not but ſee, 


{| would perſuade us into a belief of ſome miſ- 


A V 


3 


take in the Copy now Extant, which ther 
| would ſuppoſe to be owing to ſome Greek 
Tranſcribers. Now I ſhall not inſiſt, what 
{| could poſſibly induce a Tranſcriber to make 
- ſuch an interpolation, by which to multiply 
the Duties of Chriſtianity, and ſo to draw 
on his Head one of the moſt dreadful Mena- 
ces in the Bible pronounc'd againſt them, 


—_— 


55 F Which ke in Dr. Whith; on the Place 


1 who 


„ 


who add to the Words of that Book: Dine 2 * 
hope it is needleſs to mention the fatal Conſe: 
quences which muſt reſult to the Chriſtian 


Religion if once Conceſſions of this Nature be 
admitted. Since every Man's Reaſon mutt 


ſuggeſt them to him, it being eaſy at this rate, 
to elude any other Precept, and to open a 


Gap by which to exclude many other of its 


eſſential Doctrines. 

2h. It is objected (by thoſe who own the 
genuine import of the Text) that this de- 
cree was ordain'd to avoid the giving Offence 


to the Jeww:ſh Converts, and that it required 


of the Gentiles only the ſame Obſervances 
which the Jews demanded of 'em when * 


became Proſelites ot the Gate. 5 
As to the firſt Part of this 60758450 it is 

certain that both the Reaſonings of the Apoſ- 

tles in Council, and their Ordinances which 


Was the Reſult of thoſe Debates contain no- 


thing that in the leaſt degrec favours ſuch a 


irſt the Apoſtles obſer nas Þ that the Deſcent 


otion, but tend directly to the Contrary. = . 


of the Holy Ghoſt on the Heathen Converts 1 


only on their Faith in Chriſt, was an unde- | | 
niable Argument of God's accepting and juſti- ” 
fying them without any Regard to Fewiſh |. 


Ceremonics. For they, as aboveſaid, having 
never been under the Law of Moſes it mull - 


imply that the Chriſtian Inſtitution was inſuf- F} Th 
ficient for Salvation if they own'd the Maſa-. 


ick Law to be obligatory, and ſubmitted ac- 


ier to its Ordinances, expecting to be 
5 thereby 


thereby juſtified which would in Effect be a 


1 denying the Merits of Chriſt's Satisfaction: 


That therefore they could not with fatety to 
their Profeſſion of the Chriſtian Religion ac- 
knowledge themſelves obliged to retain any 


of the Rites peculiar to the Jewiſh Law or 


any part of it which was not Moral. All 
legal Ceremonies, conſidered barely as ſuch, 


Were therefore without Exception aboliſh'd 


by our Saviour (for we are now dead, as St. 
Paul ſays, tothe Law by the Death of Chriſt, 
which hath blotted out the Hand writing of 


| 0-rdinances *,) Things now ſtanding thus, and 


the Arguments of the Apoſtles carrying an e- 
qual Force againſt all legal] Rites and Cere- 
montes indefinitly, I think it muſt be allow'd, 


they could not underſtand this to be at all pe- 
| Cculiarly one of them, and yet enjoin it to the 
__ Chriſtians without deſtroying at once their 
1 own Arguments, and acting at the fame time 
(| contrary to thoſe very Motives on which they 
| founded their Decree, which ſurely is too 
| great an Abſurdity to admit them guilty of, 
|| {hou'd we conſider them barely as Legiſlators, 
much more when they were aſſiſted by the 
pPßpirit of Wiſdom, for if they had taken it to 
be no more than meerly a Fewzſ Ceremo- 
ny they muſt, to be conſiſtent with them- 
| ſelves, aboliſh it with the reſt as ceaſing like- 
| wile to be Obligatory for the ſame Reaſons: 


* . _ 
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otherwiſe when they declared it neceſſary EIS 2 


be obſerved the Jews might readily put them 


in Mind that if it was neceſſary 1 


that one Ordinance of Moſes excluſive of its 


being on any other Account Obligatory it 
muſt for the ſame reaſon be neceſſary to re- 
tain all. Hence it is evident the Syn had 


other Notions of this Precept than is pretend- | 
ed, and acted on higher Views than in pur- _ 


| ſuance to the Expectation of the Jews; for | 


by the above account it this Prohibition was 
peculiarly a Jewith one, the Apoſtles muſt, 


as I faid, to be conſiſtent with themſelves dif . 
annul it, and it it was not retain'd by them | 
only as being of Moſaich inſtitution, it could 


not be in reſpect to the Jews, and therefore : 


was not enjoin'd for the Reaſon given in the = = 


Objection. 


In the next place, the Words of = De- * 


: cree imply that it paſs'd in a direct Oppoſiti- 
on to the Jews. The Preamble to it being 2 
both a Reproof of thoſe who occaſion'd it, 


and a clear Intimation of the Cauſe why it N 
was enacted. Whereas, ſay the Apoſtles, we 


are inform'd that certain Men which went 


out from among us have greatly perplext you, 
ſubverting your Souls, by endeavouring to 


impoſe on you, without our Knowledge or 
Approbation the ceremonial Law of Moſes; 
we therefore give you to underſtand that you 

are under no manner of Obligation to regard, 
or obſerve that Law, (or any part thereof 
which ! iS 1 oy we e only inſiſt on your 
8 retain- 5 


= * 


| retaining that primitive Ordinance, Sc. which 
il ye obſerve ye ſhall do well, without re- 
garding of Jewiſh Ceremonies. Now has not 


all this more the Air of Oppoſition, yea Con- 
_ tempt of the Fews and their Law, than a 
Compliance to them? However, here is 
certainly nothing which ſhew the Apoſtles 


any way tender of giving them Offence. 


For we ſee they ſcruple not at all to publiſh 


"540 the World that the Doctrine which the 


Jews advanc'd and endeavour'd to impoſe 


f on the believing Gentiles, tended not only 
to perplex them with needleſs Doubtings, 
but likewiſe to the Subverſion of their Souls, 


(and that for the reaſon above given) which 


1 ſurely muſt rather exaſperate than pleaſe the 


Jews, for every one who is converſant in their 


- Hiſtory knows the uſual Meekneſs of that 
People when contradicted in ſo open a man- 


ner, eſpecially in religious Affairs. 
Alſo by the Apoſtles Words to St. Par * 
it is plain they had no ſuch view as is ſup- 


Tx pos'd in the Objection, for though they urged 
him to conform himſelf for once to the Rites | 
of Purification, and that purely to avoid 


giving Offence to the Jews, (as themſeives ac- 


1 knowledge, tho? we find no ſuch thing hinted 
gat, concerning this Precept) yet, faid they, 


al2s for the believing Gentiles, it is long ſince 
deetermin'd that they are by no means to re- 


— 
—— 
* 


n 


Acts xxi: 
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gerd the giving them Offence FE 2 Non-con- - - 


formity to their Ceremonies, and according- 5 
ly have we written that they obſer ve no fach 


| thing as that we perſuade you to. 


The Converted Jeu are ſaid to be very 
Zealous for their Law, but what? not this 
Article of it only in particular, on what ac- 
count then can it be ſuppos'd they would have (. 
taken Offence againſt the believing Gentiles, | 
more than they conceiv'd otherwiſe againſt | 
dem already, if thoſe Gentiles had likewiſe 
laid aſide this Uſage of theirs together with | 
all other their Cuſtoms? or how could a 
compliance to this alone pacify the Jews or 
make Atonement to them for a general Con- 
tempt of the whole ceremonial Law beſides? 
But, tis certain, the ſame Reaſons which 
muſt convince the believing Fews of the Law- | 
fulneſs of laying aſide all their other Rites, muſt 
hold good againſt this too, and fo the retain- 


ing this could no way oblige them. 


x Again, If the Statute of the Apoſtles paſs'd 5 
| meerly to oblige the Fews, or to avoid giving 
| Umbrage to them, is it not ſtrange the Syzod 
ſhould reject the rite of Circumciſion which = 
the Jews particularly inſiſted on (ſlighting their 
demand fo far as to take no manner of Notice f| 
on't) and exchange it for another of their 


_ Cuſtoms which it no where appears they ever 


particularly mention'd or required to be re. 


tain'd! and this without any Apology, or givs 


ing the leaſt Reaſon, either in the Preamble 
to "rheir Decree or = wars elſe, for ſuch 


i -<41 
2 Commutation? I ask, is it not wonderful 
the Apoſtles ſhould pitch upon one more in- 
different to the Jews and reject others which 
they were always fo much more retentive of? _ 
For did the F-ws ever look upon Abſtinence 
from Blood as of greater conſequence than 
Circumciſion: We have Inſtances enow to 
the contrary, for we often find 'em highly 
valuing themſelves on the ſtrict adherence to 
the latter but no mention of the former, which 
nevertheleſs they obſerv'd. Circumciſion was 
a Rite they always laid ſuch ſtreſs upon, as to 
diſtinguiſh themſelves peculiarly by it, deſpiſ- 
ing the reſt of the World who wanted it, com- 
monly ſtigmatizing them with (what they 
reckon'd) the odious Appellation of Uncircum- 
cCiſed, which ſufficiently ſhews how fondly 
they adher'd to it above all their other Cere- 
monies; accordingly it was this alone they 
| nominally inſiſted on (it being as I ſaid, what 
they. were moſt pertinacious of) who oppos'd _ 
S. t. Paul at Antioch, ſtrenuouſly aſſerting, that 
except Chriſtians kept the Law of Moſes, but 
in particularretain'd Circumciſion, they could 
| notbe faved*. Hence we may conclude the 
| Decree of the Apoſtles was not ordain'd with 


24 Proſpect either to win over the unconvert- 


ts. 


4 


5 * The Fews had amongſt them this common Maxim. | That 
4 Perſons uncircumciſed went to Hell. 8 


ſidered 


d Jews to Chriſtianity, or with a reſpe& to 
thoſe already converted; eſpecially when we 
. further reflect that Circumciſion in it ſelf con- 


* 


4 45 


ſidered i is no way inconſiſtent wich the! Spi- ” 


rit or Deſign of the Chriſtian Religion, it be- 
ing certainly an apt and proper Symbol of a | 
Retrenchment of our carnal Appetites, of the | 


= Duty of mortifying all inordinate De- 


res, it is very ſignificant of our cutting off the : 
Body of the Sins of the Fleſh *, and lay ing a- 8 


fide Al ſuperfluity of Naughtineſs +. 


Tf it be objected here that Cir cumciſion was = 1 
the initiating Rite of the ſews, by which the 


Devotee oblig'd himſelf to keep the whole | 


Law of Moſes, as by Baptiſm Chriſtians | 
bind themſelves to obſerve all the Inſtitutrions 
of the Chriſtian Faith, and ſo to be circum- 

Ciſed, being in other Words 0 take upon one 


the whole Law, that therefore we are not to 


wonder, tho? we find not that ſubſtituted by | 
the Apoſtles in the place of an Abſtinence | 
from Blood. It is anſwer'd, that though Cir- Þ 
cumciſion was indeed their initiating Rite, yet 
it was ſo far from being always taken in the 
above Senſe, that St. Paul himſelf circumciſ- 
ed Timothy a gentile Convert, which fully | 
proves the law fulneſs of uſing it entirely ex- I 
cluſive of all other judaical Ceremonies. Like- | 


wile all Jewiſh Converts were accepted with- 


out ſcruple into the Chriſtian Communion, || _ 
notwithſtandigg they were obliged before bk 


Circumciſion to keep the whole Law. There- 
fore 3 in itlelf i could be no bar to 


Fol. H. 11. I james i. „ . 


1 


1 . profeſſion of Chriſtianity. st. Paul 1 l 
deed mentions * this Rite in Oppoſition to 


Chriſtianity, but it is plain to thoſe who con- 
| ſult the Place, he means there only a reli- 


* ance to obtain Juſtification and Salvation by 8 


: it as including the whole Ew. 3 
However, inrclation to other Rites of the 


1 Jews which were confeſſedly more valued bj 
them, this Objection has no force at all, and 
ſuch is their Diſtinction of Meats into clean 
| and unclean, which (if there really was a ne- 


ceſſity of retaining any one of the Jewiſh 


Cuſtoms only till the Church was better ſet- _ 
| tled, which is imply'd in the Objection) was 
. ſurely more fit than that mentioned in the 


Decree, more eſpecially for the firſt Ages of 


the Church, and that for the ſame Reaſons 
for which it was at firſt enjoin'd to the Jews. 


For ir was this which diſtinguiſh'd them from 
all other Nations upon Earth, it being pecu- 
liar to them. (which indeed Circumciſion 
was not, ſince the Iſhmaclites and afterwards 
ſome other People made ule of it) It was in- 


ſtituted to keep them ſeparated from all other 


People, by a diet peculiar to themſelves, leſt | 
a more common Converſation with Gen- 


1 tiles, they ſhould learn the Idolatrous Cuſtoms 
ok thoſe Heathens. Accordingly God himſelf 
tells em f, 1 am the Lord your God who haue 
Th Kano Jou Fo om other Tm ) e Fa e 
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fore 


Account. 


The latter part of this Objection maintains 
that the Apoſtolical Ordinance only required 
| of the Gentiles the ſame Obſervances which 

the Jews expected from 'em on their firſt Pro- | 
ſelitiſm from Idolatry to the Jewiſh Religion, 
and thoſe were rhe ſeven Precepts which ac |} 
cording to a Tradition of theirs were given | 


to Noab. | 


But it is plain both from the general Tenor | 
of the New Teſtament, and the Apoſtolical | 
Decree itſelf, there was no ſuch thing ever | 
required from them, nor were they to be any | 


Way concern'd with the Jews or their Cuſ- 


toms. - The Reaſon why the Jews impos'd on | 
te Gentile Proſelites, a Subſcription to what | 
they ſtiled the ſeven Precepts, was becauſe | 
they look'd on thoſe Precepts to be already | 
_ obligatory to all Mankind as being given to |. 
Noahs Family, excluſive of any thing contain'd | 
in their Law, and tho? they ſaw in the World | 


a general diſregard to them, yet they think- 
ing all Men already (as I faid) oblig'd to ob- 
ſerve them might with Reaſon inſiſt on their 


taking, at leaſt, thoſe Duties upon them ſince | 


they 


' fore put à difference between clean Beaſts and | 
anclean, and between clean Fowls and un- 
clean, &. and ye ſhall be holy to me for I your | 
' Lord am holy, and have ſevered you from other | 
People that ye ſhould be mine. And likewiſe | 
this had been a more effectual means to have | 
ſecured the Chriſtians from heatheniſh Idola- | 
tries too, it the Decree paſs'd chiefly on that } 


(#1, 


1 they were ee deplorably Ignorant i in 
| divine Things, having nothing but natural 

' Light to guide them. But when the Sun of 
1 Righteoulneſs aroſe upon the World and clear- 
ly diſcover'd to Men all the Duties incum- 


bent on them ; whether Divine, Humane, or 
Social and thoſe too improv'd to as high a 


Perfection as could poſſibly be comply'd with 
by Creatures in our preſent Circumſtances, 


there could be no longer a neceſſity for a Sub- 


Leription to thoſe ſeven Precepts ſeparately 
cConſider'd. But on the contrary ſuch a Cuſ- 
tom would have been of pernicious Conſe- 
gquence, by leading Men into this fatal Error, 
namely, a Belief that thoſe contain'd the chief 
| of the Chriſtian Duties, and fo they would 
| have taken vp with too partial a Compliance 
to Chriſtianity, accounting the Breaches of 
other Laws only Peccadillo's and therefore. 


eaſily e The high Diſpenſation of 


3 he Goſpel, I fay, would not admit of ſuch a 
Cuſtom. Accordingly when it publiſhetli 
the glad Tidings ofa remiſſion of Sins and Ac- 
ceptance with God ; although the initiatory 
Conditions thereof, Which are Faith, Repen- 
tance, and Baptiſm, are partly of no moral 
Nature, and partly of poſitive Inſticution, yet 


is there no hint given any where of this ſew- 


iſh Cuſtom as being now wholly impertinent 
and unneceſſary. Thus, Joby the Baptilt 
 preacheth ap Repentance and Bapriim (which | 
imply Faith) for the remifion of Sins. And 


all in common both . ind Gentile, Phari- 
Wn „ lee 
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| ſee and Publican partake of the Benefit: with- 
cout any ſuch Queſtion as is ſuppos'd in the 


Objection ; and if weconſult the whole Church 


| Hiſtory i in the New Teſtament, we ſind not 
in all the Diſcourſes exhortatory to Conver- 


ſion, whether of our Lord or his Apoltles one 
Word of any other Terms than the above- | 
mention'd. He that believeth and is baptiz= | 


ed (p urſuant to his Repentance on ſuch a Be- 
lief J has the promiſe of Salvation, without 


any previous knowledge of, or reſpect to Jew= | 


iſh Cuſtoms. Accordingly were they never 


mention'd that we know of to any Heathen | 
on his Converſion. But we have Inſtances of = 
the contrary, even after the publiſhing of the 
| Apoſtolical Decree, which ſurely ought to 

convince us that this Uſage had no place in 
it, for ſuch is that of the heathen Jailor * who I| 
| having heard before + by the Pyrthoneſs that 
the Apoſtles Paul and Silas were ſent to ſhew | 
to Men the way of Salvation, and being now 4 
convinc'd (by the Miracles they wrought) of | 
the Divinity of their Miſſion, deſired to be 
inform'd what he ſhould do to be ſaved. They 
thereupon required of him only a Belief in 
Chriſt Jeſus in order to place him in the right }} 
way of Salvation, and barely on his Proteſ- 


| ſion thereof, they baptized both Him and his 


Houſhold, admitting them by chat alone in. | * 


to chf mix of Chrillians. 


Acts xvi. 30. | + Ve er. 17. | 8 
Li kewiſe : 


(1m) 


Len St. James delivers his 4 6 | 
| Sentence to this Effect, namely, that they 
= not be troubled, who from among the 


"Gentiles were (alr cady) turned to God: Ac- 


cordingly their Decree is directed to the Bre- 
_ thren among the Gentiles, and afterwards + 
having occaſion to mention that* Affair, they 
deliver themſelves after this manner, as touch- 


; ing the Gentiles, who believe (already) there- 


fore thoſe Gentiles to whomit was directed 
were not now to be initiated into the Chrif- 
tian Religion, being as we find Chriſtians 


and Brethren to the Apoſtles before, and 
therefore the Decree could have no relation 
do the initiating cuſtom of the Jews. And the 
| Words of the Decree itſelf ſhew this to be a 
groundleſs Aﬀertion. For though Dr. Ham- 
mond and others have rack'd the Text to ex- 
FT tort from it a Confeſſion that all the ſeven 
'| Noachical Precepts are therein contained, 
(much after the ſame manner as ſome dif- 
cerning Eyes diſcover the whole of Chriſtiant- 
| ty in the Decalogue) yet, the ſecond of thoſe 
Precepts which requires the worſhip of the 
Name of God, being politive, is not there 


commanded and fo at the molt can be only 


r emotely imply'd: However, It 15 very evi- 


dent that the third relating to the Admini- 


3® ftration of Juſtice between Man and Man; 


the. e 8 e and the {ixth 2 


* 


: ö —é— 


ee, 5 


ta) 


Theft, are not 3 much as hinted at, 5 can 
they be imply'd from them without Going 
Violence to the Words of the Text, and there- 


fore if that decree deſign'd to introduce the -- 1- 


Gentiles to Chriſtianity atter the ſame man- | 


ner as they were to Judaiſm, it may be de- 


manded why three of thoſe Precepts were 
pick'd out here and there from the reſt, were 
particularly enumerated, and inſiſted on, as 


neceſſary to be obſerved but no mention made 


of the others which yet, were certainly in 
themſelves of as great conſequence; for no 
one can think either of the Apoſtolical Inhibi- 
tions of greater Importance in itſelf than an 


. Abſtinence from Murder. Had all the Pre- 
cepts in this Decree been meerly of poſitive 
Injunction, there had been then ſome colour 


of Reaſon for ſuch a Tenet as above. But 


when they are partly fo, and partly moral, if * 


they had been deſignedly taken from thoſe ſe⸗ 


en Precepts for the Reaſon objected, it is not | 


at all accountable, that two only of the mo- 


ral ones, and thoſe not the moſt conſiderable 1 ; 


\ ſhould be ſeparated from the others, and an 
Obſervance of them only emphatically infilted _ 
on. The neceſſity aſſerted, therefore could 
not reſult whence it is implyd in the Objec- 2 
tion. 8 
Were the ile B to have: made ; 
their way to Chriſtianity thro? Judaiſm it is 
then acknowledged (and no otherwiſe) that 

2 compliance to that Jewiſh Cuſtom might 
on ave been expected from them. But whoever 5 

: N enter- 


(5) 


5 —— ſuch a Notion? It is certain the 
Apoſtles themſelves (on whom is father'd this 


compliance in the Objection) expreſly declare 
| otherwiſe, as for the Gentiles who believe 


* (ſaid they) we have long ſince decreed that 


they need not obſerve any ſuch thing as le- 
gal Ceremonies. 7. d. They were not convert- 


ed from Heatheniſm to Judaiſm, and from the 
deſign of Chriſtianity it can require no ſuch 


thing as a conformity to Cuſtoms now whol- 


| ly unneceſſary. Now if the Gentiles were 


entirely exempted from all Jewiſh Cuſtoms, 
they muſt in that exemption be likewiſe freed 
from this Uſage of theirs, the ſubſcribing to 


the ſeven Precepts more eſpecially ſince it was 


taken up on their own Authority, and ſo mult 
be leſs Obligatory than choſe enjoin d by the 


* Law of Ms * 


3. It is aſſerted by others 1 that this Or- 


dinance paſs'd chiefly in Oppoſition to the 
corrupt Practiſes of the Heathens at their ido- 
latrous Feaſts, wherein by offering of Blood 


= WE 


they conſecrated. themſelves to Dzmons and 
held Confederacy with them. = 
Io this, I tranſcribe the anſwer = Dr: : 
rm + © Theſe four Precepts (faith he) 
are plainly reckon'd as things diſtinguiſſd 


in themſelves and from one another and ſo _ 


are e pee by a an Sack Auch or — 5 inter- 


4 4 — 


. Particularly Dr. VEN 7 On Ads xv. Who neverthe- _ 
leſs ſays little more than what follows, concemung. this matter, 


55 eaving it undetermin d, 


E pos'd 
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pos'd IR each of them, whereas ac. 


N } « kg to this Expoſition. They are all 


| © things offered to Idols, and much more are 


they all Pollutions of Idols.“ Moreover 


| (faith the above Objector) the Things forbid- 
den here, comprehend not only rites of For- 
nication but alſo of Adultery and maſculine 


Impurity and all the abominable Filthinels 1 | 


committed by the Heathens in their Feſtivals 
of Venus, Bacchus, &c. and were ways of en- 
tering into a confederacy with Devils. 
To this Dr. Whitby. © Now what kind 


of Chriſtians could they be at Antioch and ; 
other Places who were in danger of theſe 


e things. Of conſecrating things by Heathen- 


e iſh Ceremonies to an Idol, and afterwards 


„ eating them in honour of him? Of offering 
„ Blood and things ſtrangled, or their Bo- 


dies to Fornication and Adultery by way 0 
of Confederacy with Devils, after they gRadd 
s ſo ſolemnly turned from the Service of them, 
to the worſhip of the living God; and ſo 
hach exprelly renounc'd all theſe things 1 


their very Baptiſm? 
IO what the Doctor has abo ſaid we . 
may add theſe following Conſiderations. 

Virſi, At its primitive Inſtitution there were 


no Idolatrous Heathens to give Occaſion for 


this Prohibition from Blood: and the Rea- 
ſeons (before given) for its firſt Eſtabliſhment 
' hold in force likewiſe for its perpetual Obli- 
| gation. Therefore owing both its riſe and 
continuance to Ends and Purpoſes lo vey dit- 
5 ferent | 


79) 


ferent from what i is Objected here, we may 
juſtly conclude the Apoſtles proceeded on o- 
ther grounds than meerly the oppoling of e- 
thnical Rites. 3 
Secondly, It cannot be denied that by the 
= InterdiQions from Blood and things ſtrangled 
is meant the eating of Blood, whether ſepa- | 
rated from the Fleſh, or remaining in it when 


N the Animal was ſuffocated, (becaule the Fleſh. 


itſelf was never ſince the Deluge forbidden) 


But in the Heatheniſh Sacrihces the Ethnicks 
did not eat the Blood. They only offered it 


up to their Idols, therefore theſe Inhibitious 
could not be form'd to oppole their Rites. 
Thirdly, If the Apoſtolical Decree was iſſued 
forth only with ſuch a Deſign as 1s here ob- 
jetted : The forbidding the preſence of Chrif- 
tians at thoſe idolatrous Feaſts would furely 
have been a more effectual Method to an- 


ſwer that end than a Decree deliver'd in ſuch 


Terms as is that of the Apoltles, ſince a Chriſ- 
tian might give juſt Occaſion of Offence, and 
ſ(candalize his Profeſſion by partaking in other 
Rites of the Pagans at their Feaits not men- 
tion'd directly nor imply” d in this Decree. 
Fourthly, The Apoſtles in their Decree abfo- 
lutely forbid all Chriſtians the eating of Blood, 


| their Prohibition is politive and unconditional, 
and fo whether the Heathens abſtain” d from 


it or not, or whether they made uſe there 
of in their Sacrifices to the impious Purpoſes 

above. mention'd, or not, is no way Con = 
able to us, we remain ſtill under the fame J- 
Fes 5 | | EL 5 bi igatic In. 
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bligation to Jobſerve dhe Command, except 
any can prove it, either to be given with the 


Proviſo of a Ceſlation with Paganiſm, or to 


be afterwards repeal'd by the ſame Authority 


which enjoin'd it. Now it is denied that this | 
hath ever yet been done, and it lies upon the | 


non-obſervers thereof to prove it has, but till 
then, I ſay, it muſt remain in force whilſt the 
Chriſtian Religion itſelf does ſo; but this more | 
properly belongs to the next Head. 
4 It is infer'd from the foregoing Aſſer- 
tions, that the Apoſtolical Ordinance was on- 
ly of Temporary neceſſity, being meerly cal- 
culated for the infant State of the Church. 


*Tis alſo aflerted, that St. Paul, accordingly in 


| ſome of his Epiſtles implys a revocation of it, 
and that in proceſs of time, namely, on a co- 
aleſcence of Jews and Gentiles into the pro- 
 fefſion of Chriſtianity it was difus'd by moſt 
Chriſtians. : 
Now although what is beforeſaid | in anſwer | 
to cach of thoſe Objections in particular, 


(whence it is infer'd that the Apoſtolical De- 1 


Cree was only Temporary) might be ſuffici- 
ent: For if the premiſes are prov'd to be ill- 


grounded (as I think it is fully ſhnewn they. Þ 


are) the Inferences built on them muſt fall 
of courſe. However, as all the force of thoſe _ 
Propoſitions centers in this Deduction, that 
may leave no room tor Scruples, I have 
theſe Further Conliderations to oller. ” 


In 


Ikn the firſt Place give me leave to hint at 
WwWuhat I have already mention'd, vis. That it 
is not at all intelligible why a Law ſhould be 

given at firſt to the Fathers of the preſent 

KRace of Men, to ſpread with their Poſterity 

into the remoteſt Corners of the Earth, and 
do remain in force for ſeveral thouſand Years, 
even the moſt conſiderable part of the Worlds 
duration, and yet (as we believe) towards the 
end thereof, be repeal'd without any appa- 
rent Reaſon for it, humane Nature remaining 
ſtill under the ſame Circumſtances as before. 
God never gave any poſitive Law to the whole 
World at once (as is before ſaid) ſave only in 
I Adam, and the Fathers of the ſecond Race; 
nov any poſitive Precept which he enjoin d 
tothe World in common (being of equal force 
with a Law of Nature as ariſing from the 
fame Authority) we cannot ſuppoſe he ever 
deſign'd to countermand or contradict, whilſt 
the Nature and State of Man to which that 
Law relates, continues the ſame accordingly 
in the laſt publick Declaration of the divine 
Will, the Prohibition from Blood is found to 
be no leſs poſitive and unconditional than ei- 
ther at its firſt Inſtitution or its Re-eſtabliſh- 
ment under the Jewiſh Hierarchy, and the 
Injunction to ſanctify every ſeventh Day 
(which, with this other is no natural Law 
but of poſitive Inſtitution) is without con- 
troverſy obligatory to the whole Poſterity of 
the firſt Man whilſt the World endures, and 
is there not the ſame Reaſon why the Law 


4 


„ 

we are treating of, enjoin'd by the fame Au- 
thority to the founders of the latter World 
{ſhould likewite bind their whole Ofi-fpring ? 
As God is the molt wiſe Legiſlator we can- 
not think he would iſſue forth a Law to the 

whole Race of Creatures without weighty _ 
Reaſons for ſo doing, though he is no way 
oblig'd to acquaint us with them. And as he 
is the Supreme Governor of the World, ſo he 
mult expect his general Laws ſhould be ſtrict- 
ly conform'd to by the lateſt Poſterity ot thoſe 
to whom they were firſt given; and doubt- 


leſs he will vindicate his own Honour in pu- 


niſhing the wilful contemners of them. 


If we in the next place conſult the Debates | 
of the Apoſtles in their Conteſt with the Jews, 


and all their proceedings in the Affair relating 


to Jewiſh Ceremonies, we find nothing from 


firſt to laſt, nay, not ſo much as a remote 
Hint whence we can gather any deſign of 
theirs that their Ordinance or any part of it, 


ſhould be ever revok'd, on the contrary the 
eating of Blood is forbidden by them in as full 


and expreſs terms as Fornication, which no 


one ſurely thinks to be only a temporary Com- E 


mand. But from the words of the Text we 


have as good Grounds to maintain that the 
latter was only of preſent neceſſity as the 
former. The Holy Ghoſt there declares they 


are both equally neceſſary to be abſtain'd from, 
and that, not only for a ſhort time, but for 


any thing which appears to the contrary to 


the end of the World. Therefore I ſay, if 5 


the 


1 


the Text Will aim of an Abolition of the 
one, it may likewiſe of the other. 
mT: birdly. It is worthy our Notice that, in 
that private Conference between the Apoltles 
herein they agreed that St. Paal ſhould 
comply with a Jewiſh Cuſtom, only for the 
preſent exigency, when they come to ſpeak 
pf rhe Gentiles in the fame Cale, they perſiſt 
unanimoully in their firſt determination (made 
ſome years before) which excuſed the Gen- 
tiles from all Jewiſh Ceremonies, on the con- 
_ ditions there mention'd ; hut without intimat- 
ing a Word of its being likcwiſe ordain'd for 
the preſent neceſſity. Now if they had re- 
ſerv'd a meaning at firſt that the Exceptions 
in their Decree or any one of them ſhould 
cieaſe after a time, have we any cauſe to be- 
lieve t ory would endeavour to conceal it now 
when they particularly mention them along 
with another thing which they readily own; 
at the fame time, was only for the preſent, for 
at this Time if ever it might be expected 
they ſhould give ſome intimation of 1 it, having 
no reaſon to hide it from St. Paul, or to con- 
cCeal ſuch a Deſign in the one caſe, any more 
than i in the other. 
Burt if only that Reſtriction from Blood was 
not meant to oblige perpetually (for no one 
furely as] ſaid above can think either of the o- 
mers were not to do lo) is it by any means 


* 
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to be accounted for 5 that Chriſtians were left 5 = : 


ſo much in the Dark, were left wholly unin- 
form'd, concerning the time when the Obliga- 
tion to obſerve it was to ceaſe and become 


void? or in whom was lodg'd the Authority 1 


to iſſue out that indulgence for Chriſtians, with 


the followers of King Saul *. To fly upon 
the Slain, and (voraciouſly) to eat it with the | 
Blood? which nevertheleſs muſt have come 


very unexpectedly after it had been at firſt 


forbidden to the whole humane Race (as it is | 
above ſhewn) and twice atterwards fo ſolemn-„ 


ly ratified. 


Fourthly. No one denies that the Chriſtians 


| Were at once exempted by the Apoſtolical Or- 


dinance, from all Jewiſh Rites and Cuſtoms, | 
upon the terms therein mentioned, and that 


the exemption was to extend to all future ages 
of the Church. Why then ſhould not the Pro- 
M viſos therein be of equal extent? Or what 


warrant have we to look on the one as always | 
valid but not the other? And how prepoſte- } 
rous is it in us to take the Apoſtles at their 
Words in freeing us abſolutely from all legal | 
Ceremonies, but when they offer to lay a R- 
ſtraint on us, and that in as full and abſolute | 


d chen a5 it were to llighe their Au- 
thority and in effect to contradict them. As 


much as to ſay, © Your Words indeed are as | 


* poſitive in the Reſtriction as inthe Grant, 


. N 2 . 
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4e yet | : : 
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1 yet we are : foie you meant a tho? 
you forgot to acquaint us with any ſuch 
_ * thing: Verily your diſcharging us from the 
: 4 "Burden of unneceflary Ceremonies is ex- 
ceeding Reaſonable, and accordingly we 
are as ready to accept the Benefit. It is 
true likewiſe that ſome part of your Re- 
ſtraint ought to be comply'd with; but as 
to the other though you did think it neceſ- 
| 0 ſary to enjoin ſuch a thing, we do not to 


. 


1 *© obſerve it, and ſo you mult excuſe us if we 


K do not regard it.“ This, as ſtrange as e- 


ver it may ſeem to be, is no other than the 


practical Language of far the great 5 part Dee 


mong Chriſtians. 


hus, by what Authority it is nate 
that this Prohibition we are diſcourſing of, 
when it was re-eſtabliſh'd by the Apoltles 
was neceſſary only for a time, I know not fince 


| the Decree, as we find, ſpeaks it to be not 
3 occaſionally but as abſolutely neceſſary as that 
4 from Fornication, and it is no where after- 


wards mention'd in the Scriptures, but to the 
| fame purpoſe. And indeed, if it was not or- 
dain'd either out of a Contormity to the ſew- 


iſh Zealots, or in Oppoſition to the Gentiles, 
(which I think is already proved) what other 


 Motives could this neceſſity ariſe from, which 
concerned not as well the after Ages 'of the 


* Church as che firſt? And truly it is ſcarce 


intelligible that upon a deliberate and ſolemn 
Proceſs of the Apoſtles for the Production 


of this Decree; the Obſervance thereof being 


like 


. 


Wy. 
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likewiſe publiſh d in the Name of the Holy 
Ghoſt to be neceſſary ; the whole Chriſtian 


World thould be laid under a Reſtraint by 
ir, of ſuch a nature too, 


as was no way ne- 

cetlary of it ſelf ſe parated from the divine 
. and, and yet alte r all there ſhould be 
EA nd | nothing 5 
umouring a ground'efs fancy of a few 


LLC 


bigorted Jews, (tor many of them were tb, 


{ober and compliable as to admit the Gentiles - 
to embrace the Jewiſh Religion even witli- 
© Circumcition) or to oppole an heatheniſh 


| Viage at their Feſtivals, which I do not find 


the Chriſtians were any where guilty of, or 


at lcaſt they could not but know themſelves, 


at the iame time, to be no longer Chriſtians 
it they were. Again it is not at all e 


to the Notions we have of the Holy Spirit of 


9 


ruth that he ſhould tamely give into the 


meer caprichios of a few Zealots for a Law 


which himſelf was now aboliſhing, or that he 


% 


{hou dr pronounce a thing to be neceſſary Which 
110 
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he common Explanation of the Text be 


CT 
2 cale as this uſe the utmoſt C 
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ac y charge the Apoltles of our Lord 
ich prevaricating ; and like wife diſhonour 1 
he Holy Spirit of "God. 


85 
tt 15 aflerted that St. n 
. a Revocation of this 
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in it at laſt but only, either, 


Be, vv 28 not ſo, or at leaſt in any reſpe&® | 
that we e know of. Andi ſhould we not in ſuch IF 
Caution leit we 


"Pant in ſome i 


CG} 


"But before w re examine St. Paul's Writings 
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it may be equi to take Notice of a Pak 
. 2 +> 1 Be 3 8 2 
ſage Ad X „ Which ſome may underitand 
fo, as to fayour a non-obfervance of this 


Law namely, t! that's herein Sr, Peter in a vi- 

ſion is admonith d Not to call any thing com- 
mon or vaclean which 15 5 hs th cleanſed. 
Nov if we conſider the whole of this Matter, 
we ſhall not find 1 - it any thing at all relating 
to our Subject. For St. Peter being the Mil- 

ſionary A poltle to the Jews, con find hispreach- 


5 11 to them on! . looking on i ir 2s unlawtul (as 


the Jews generally did) o much as to con- 
ver le with the Gentiles, But God being now 
about to make ule of him for the Conver- 


3 fon of Cornelius a Roman Centurion, in Or- 


der to prepare him to attend that Affair with- 
bout Scru ple, gave him to underſtand by a Vi- 
ſion which bore an exact analogy to the mat- 

ter in Hand, that the Diſtinction: between 
Jew and Gentile was now to ceaſe, as well as 
that (which was a conſiderable Mark and 


Article of that Diſtinction) betwist Animals 


into clean and un- lean. And that this was 


the whole deſign of it, and that St. Peter fo 
underſtood it we learn in (Ver. 17, 19, 20, 
28, 34, 35.01 this x Chap. and in Chap. xx. 
Let us now conſult the Eypiſtles of St. Paul, 
which are brought to invalidate this Ordi- 
nance, and the firſt Paſſage 0 hough not in 
order of time) which ſtands in our Bibles is 


in that to 8 8 Romans, now this Epiitie Has 


2 * 
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ſome Expret! 1021S Which at lrſt ſight ſeem to 
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favour a releaſe from it, till we examine fur- _ 
ther into the occaſion of them, which appears 
to be this. The believing Jews at Rome | 
thought the difference in Meats and Days en- 
join'd by the Law of Moſes ought to be up- | 

held. The Gentiles on the other hand being 


perſuaded of their Chriſtian Liberty, refuſed 


to comply with them in it: Hereupon a Diſ= | 
0 ſention aroſe between them concerning this - 
Affair. To clear up which Difference, the a- 


poſtle directs this Paſſage, admoniſhing the 


' Converted Jews not to condemn the believins |} 
Gentiles for their non-compliance, and exhor- | 
ting thoſe Gentiles not to refuſe a Communi- | 
on with the believing Jews, but preſſeth them, 

mutually to hold the unity of the Spirit in the 


bond of Peace. But to make it very evident 


that St. Paul in this Diſcourſe, had no refer- |} 
ence to the Subject we treat of, give me leave 
to paraphraſe the whole Paſſage (at leaſt fo | 
far as is ſuppos'd to relate to our ſubject) and 
this J ſhall do according to the Senſe of out 


Sid that is ral in the Faith (Gaid He, ver. 


I. 2. e. not fully perſuaded of his Chriſtian Li- 
berty in the uſe of ſome things indifferent) re- 
ceive ye (into Chriſtian Communion) but not 
to doubtful Diſputations. For (ſuch a Diffe- 
| Tenceof Conception there is between the Jew- _ 


iſh and Gentile Chriſtians about their Chriſ- 


4 tian Liberty that) one (namely the Gentile | F 
is Chriſtian) believeth that he may eat all things, ; 


. Cor 


„ 


or all forts of Fleſh whether of Beaſts, Fiſhes, 


Or Fowls)another who is weak (z. e. the Jew- 
iſh Convert is ſo ſcrupulous, that he) eateth 
only Herbs * /leſt he ſhould be polluted by 
eating thoſe forts of meats which he deems 
to be unclean) But, (v 3) let not him that 
_ eateth (of all kinds of a deſpite him that 


(thro? weakneſs in Judgment) eateth not (of 


any) and let not him that eateth not, Judge 
(or Condemn) ) him (as unclean)that cateth(for 
not obſerving that diſtinction of meats into 
clean and unclean.) For he (v. 6.) that eateth 
(of any fort of Meat) eateth to the Lord (or 


to his Glory) giving God thanks (for his Li- 


berty to eat of thoſe meats which were former- 
ly prohibited) and he that eateth not (thus) 
to the Lord, he abſtaineth and giveth God 


thanks (for thoſe Herbs he eateth, or for that 


= 0 evil Concapiſer moe 


God hath provided other Food for him).----L 
know, (ver. 14.) and am perſuaded by (the 
Faith of) the [ Lord Jeſus Chriſt, that there 
is nothing (or no kind of Animals) unclean of 
it ſelf Call ſuch differences as were made by 
Moſes now ceaſing) but /notwithitanding this 
to him (namely the Jew) that eſteemeth any 
thing (forbidden by Moes to be (ſtill) un- 
clean, to him the uſe of / it is eee * 


The Eſſencs; in particular! among ths Jexs abltaiw'd from 
all Fleth feeding ou Herbs and Frnits, and tht; tney did a: judg- 
ing Fleth to be unnat ral Food. PH faith, they had a Table 
pure from any thins that hi id Blood in it, A; being an incentive. 
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cauſe . act 3 his Conſcience). Bur, (v. = 
75.) If tny Brother be grieved (or ſcandaliz- 


| ed) with thy Meat, now walkeſt thou not 
charitably (becauſe thou eateſt to his offence _ 
and perhaps to his ruin, wherefore) deſtroy 


not him with thy meat for whom Chriſt died. | : 


Let not then (ver. 16. any thing be done by 
on 3 your good (i. e. your Chriſtian 
aith end calling may) be evil ſpoken of, (by 

them who are thus offended. a the uſe of 


3 Chriſtian Liberty). For the { ſpiritual) * 


Kingdom of God 1s not (ſuch as cohſiſts in 
this difference betw cen Clean and unclean) _ 
Meat and Drink, but in Righteouſneſs, c. 
Let us therefore, (ver. 19.) tollow after the 


things which make for (the) Peace (of the . 
Church wherein this Kingdom of God is ſet 


up) and wherewith one may edity another 
(in Chriſtian Love and Unity, and) for (the 
ſake of ſuch a Diſtinction in) meat (let the 


Jew be cautious that he) deſtroy not the D 


Work of God (which he hath graciouliy 
wrought in the Converſion of the Gentiles for 
tho”) all things (or kinds of Meat) are (in 
themſelves) pure, yet it is evil for that Man 
who eateth with Offence (by making ſuch a 

difference as above, fo to do). It is good (. 


21.) neither to eat Fleſh of any kind) nor to 


drink Wine, nor (to do) any (other) thing 
(trom which thou mayft abſtain) wher eby 


if thy Brother ſtumbleth, or is offended, or is 


made weak. Haſt thou (then v. 22.) Faith 1 


(or a Perſwaſion that all kinds of Fleſh are 
| clean 5 


clean or lawful to be eaten) have it to thy 
felt before God (fatisfying thy ſelf with that, 
tor) happy is he that condemneth not him- 
ſelf in that which he alloweth (but is fully ſa- 


tlsfied of the Lawfulneſs of cating thoſe Meats 


which the other namely the Jew, erroneouſly 
thinks are forbidden, happy I ſay ſince he is 
neither condemned by his own Conſcience, 
nor are his ſeruples troubleſome to others, 
whereas he that puts a difference betwixt 
Meats is not only troubleſome to others he 
converſes with, but muſt ſecretly condemn 


| himſelf as oft as he is tempted to cat of what 


his Conſcience does not allow). And (v. 23.) 
he that doubteth (Grace difcr:minateth, 2. e. 


5 between Meats lawful and unlawful) is damn- 
ed (or condemned in his own Mind) if he 


__ eat (againſt his Conſcience which makes that 
difference) becauſe he eateth not of Faith (or 
with a belief that it is lawtul for him fo to do, 
but doth it againſt the Conviction of his Con- 
{cience) for whatſoever is not of Faith, Ora 
perſuaſion of its Lawfulneſs) is a Sin. 


To the fame Purpoſe is that Expreſſion of 


St. Paul in the 24 Chap. of his Epiltle to the 
Coloſſians, in which Chap. he warns the Cole. 


fans againſt all ſuch corrupt Doctrines as any 


ſort of falſe Teachers might obtrude on them. 
Whether they were the Gentile Philolophers z 
or judaizing Doctors who endeavour'd to 
bring 'em under the ceremonial Law, which 
he tells them was now whety abolif}®d by 
the Death of Chritt.---No Man ought there- 
. FE SDS 88 fore 
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fore (ith he, + 16.) to judge (or condemns) ES. 
| you in (not obſerving a Diſtinction betwixt {| 
clean and unclean) Meats and Drink, or in 
reſpect of (your neglecting) a Gewiſh) Holy 
{| Day, or of the new Moons, or of the Sab- 

! baths, (obſerved by them) or if you (v. 20.) | 
regaid not the Ordinances of Men (ſuch as 
| are®thele following) Touch not, (what hath | 
been offered to an Idol as being in it ſelf un- 
clean) Taſt not, (Meats forbidden by the La W 4 
of Moſes) Handle not (a rung pr onounc'd un- - 


clean by the ſame Law). 


And in 1 Tim. chap. iv. In the beginning . 
which Chapter the Apoſtle acquaints Timothy | 
by a Prophecy of the Holy Spirit, That there 
| ſhould bean Apoſtacy from the Faith of „ 
when Chriſtians ſhould hearken to ſeducing 


Spirits Qudaizers relapſed from the profeſſion 5 


of the Chriſtian Faith, through the Doctrines 


of thoſe falſe Chriſts and Pſeudo- Prophets 


which our Saviour foretold ſhould deceive | 
many) and to Doctrines of Devils (or to the 
| heatheniſh Theology in the Worſhip of D- 
mons to Men) forbidding to Marry and (com- 
manding thoſe they ſeduce) to abſtain from 
| Meats which God hath created to be received 
with Thankſgiving of them that believe and 
know the Truth. For (faith he) every Crea- || 
ture of God (whether Beaſt, Fiſh, or Fowl) | 


1s good (for Food) and nothing is to be re- 
fuſed (as polluted or unclean, ſince God hath 


cleanied them) if it be received with Thankſ- 


giving, for it Is ſanctifed by. the Works of 8 5 


C 
| (Gen. ix. Every thing moving that liveth ſhall ke 
| —_— 97 you) and (by) Prayer, (tor a Bleſſing 
Fr ! = 
And likewiſe the Epiſtle to Tits was writ 
ten for the ſame end with that to Timothy, 
{| The Apoltle admoniſhes him too, not to give 
{| heed to Jewuh Fables (or vain Traditions of 
the Jews about meats and other things to be 
1 avoided as unclean) and the Commandments 
of Men, who turn (back) from the Chriſtian 
Faith. (For whatever they may tell you con- 
{1 cerning a difference in clean or unclean Meats, 
Perſons, or Things) To the Pure, (faith he)or 
to the Gentile whole Heart is purified by Faith, 
all Things (i. e. all Meats forbidden by the 
| Mofaick Law) are Pure, (in their uſe) but to 
chem that are defiled and unbelieving (amongſt 
the Jews) is nothing (truly) pure (or lawfully 
and acceptably perform'd) but even their Con- 
ſcience is defiled, (and by that their Actions 
for) they profeſs that they know God, (above 
1 others) but in Works (or practically) they de- 
ny him, being abominable (in his Sight now, 
tho? once his peculiar People) and difobedi- 
ent, and to every good Work reprobate. — 
Thus, theſe foregoing Diſcourſes, we ſee | 
are directed only againſt the retaining, the 
Moſaick Diſtinction of Animals into clean and 
unclean, and to prevent the evil Conſequences 
to the Churches of ſuch a Diſcrimination. But 
have no relation to our Subject, as will appear 
more fully Rereaſter 
In the following Paragraphs St. Paul re- 


7 72 ) . 
> Gives 4 ano other die amongſt the primitive | 
4 Chriſtians, which was about the Lawtulneſs 


of eating Meats offered to Idols. For it was 


the uſual Cuſtom of the Heathens to Feaſt on 
the Sacrifices they offered to their Idols, after 


ſome part thereof had been burnt on the Al- 
tar. Theſe Feſtivals were held ſometimes in 
the Idols Temples and at other times in the 
private Houſes of the Offerers, (who likewiſe 
fold, commonly, part thereof in publick, inſo- 
much that at ſometimes moſt of the Meat ex- 


pos'd for Sale in the Gentiles Shambles had 
before bcen offered to their Idols), Now the 


flichs as the Church Hiſtory informs us * 
taught, that all Diſtinctions of Meats, into 
clean and unclean, being aboliſh'd by the com- 


Idol Temples not excepted, (they taught like- 


gerous Doctrines had been broach'd) wrote 
to St. Paul for a Reſolution of this Queſtion, 
whether Chriſtians if invited to any of thoſe 
Fealts above mention'd, either publick or pri- 
vate, might 8 partake of chem, ang 


— 0 


. See 4 engt, St. lulu Clam, lu. and The doret. . 
, whaher : 


Heretical Sets of the Nicholaitans and G | 


ing of Chriſt ; It was not inconſiſtent with |. 
their Chriſtian Liber ty (carrying that Liber- 4 
ty too far, as perhaps Men do now a Days | 
in the Affair we are treating of) to eat any | 
ſort of Meat, even what was offered in the Þ 


wWiſe that ſimple Fornication was no Sin,) here- 4 
upon the Church of Corinth (where theſe dan- 


1 might be made uſe of by them or not. 


be given to weak Brethren, (tho? he owns 


ter the following manner. 1 Cor. vi. 12, 1 


ſelves) lawful to me, but all chicken (awful) 
are not expedient (to be done, if "they tend 


own). All things (I fay, in their Nature) are 


| frain from them in ſuch Caſes) Meats (indeed 
are appointed) for the Belly, and the Belly 
(is fram'd) for (tlie Reception of ) Meats /in 


it and them. Now (faith he, Chap. 7111.) as 


(73) 


beilher Meat offered to Idols and afterwards 
exposd to Sale in the publick Shambles, 


In Anſwer to this Queſtion, we find ſeve- 
8 ral Paragraphs in his Epiſtles to them, diſſuad- 
ing Chriſtians from eating ſuch Meats, whe- 
ther in the Idols Lemples, or in private 
Houſes where any Offence or Scandal could 


Facts Meats, unattended with ſuch offence, to 
be in themſelves as pure as before they had 
been fo offered). Ihe Apoltle dliſcourſes af 


All things (or Mears, I grant) are (in theme 


to my Brothers ſeduction, or ruin, or to my 


” lawtul for me, but J will not be brought un- 
der the power of any, (fo as that I may re- 


order to convert them 1ato nutriment proper 
for the Body). But (theſe things are only a- 
dapted to our prefent way of Lite, for the 
time will come when) God {ſhall deſtroy both 


(to your Queſtion) touching the lawfulneſs 
ok eating) things offered to Idols, we (W 0 
abſtain from eating theſe e things) know (Our 
Chriſtian Liberty. as well as the Gno/ricks | 
or others, and) that an Idol (in it ſelf, is, as 


„„ 


our common Jewiſh Proverb ſays) nothing. 
in the World, we all ¶ ſay) have (this) know- | 
| ledge, (yet) knowledge (when it is not joined | 


with Charity) puffeth (Men) up, (diſpoſing 


them to deſpiſe their Brother) but Charity | 
” edifieth (him), and (ver. 2.) therefore if any | 
Man thinketh he knoweth any thing (and by | 


1H reaſon of that knowledge deſpiſeth others, not 
regarding their Welfare) he knoweth nothing 
yet as he ought to know. We (ver. 4. Chriſ- 


tians generally) know that an Idol is nothing | 


in the World, (of a Deity for) there is no 
bother God but one. Howbeit, ver. 7. there 
is not in every Man this knowledge, (that 


| what is ſet before an Idol remains in reality | 
common Meat as before) for ſome with con- | 


ſcience of the Idols (being ſomething extraor- 


dinary) unto this Hour eat (what is offered to) | 


it as à thing offered to an Idol (i. e. not as 


common Meat, but as a ſacred Banquet in! 
honour of the Idol) and their conſcience being 
Weak (or erroneous) is (thereby) defiled. But | 

Meat (of it ſelf) commendeth us not to God, 

for neither if we eat (of any one fort of Meat, 


or at any particular place, or time, more than 
another, tho* with no impurity of Intention) 


are we the better (accounted of for ſo doing || 


in the ſight of God) nor if we eat not are we - 


the worſe (therefore do not give any occaſion 
of falling to your weak Brother). But take 
heed leſt by any means this (Chriſtian) Li- 


| ö berty of yours (to eat now of all ſorts of Ani- 


mals without Diſtinction, except to the Ho- 


. 1 


nour of an Idol whether in publick or pri- 
vate) become a {tumbling block to them that 


are Weak, (fo as to induce them to fall from 


___ Chriſtianity, or to defile themſelves with I 
dolatry.) For it any Man ſee thee who haſt 


| Knowledge fit at Meat in the Idol Temple, 


ſhall not the Conſcience of him that is (more) 
{3 Weak be embolden'd (by thy Example) to 
cat of thoſe things which are offered to Idols 


(as thinking there may be no hurt in it ſo to 


x do,) and (by fo doing) thro? (his Confidence 
in) thy Knowledge {hall the weak Brother 


periſh (in that his Sin.)---But ver. 12. (cer- 


tainly it deſerves well to be conſidered that) 


r When Ye Sin ſo againſt the Brethren, i 
wound their weak Conſciences, ye Sin againſt 


Chriſt (whoſe Members they are,) wheretore 


il Meat make my Brother to offend, I wall 


eat no (fort of) Fleſh whilſt the World ſtands, 


Teſt I (thereby) make my Brother to of- 

fend, (and fo endanger his Deſtruction). — 
In the beginning of the Tenth Chap. The 
Apoſtle puts them in mind of the ancient Iſ- 


raelites in the Wilderneſs, to intimate to them 


that their communion with Idolaters in their 


Feſtivals would endanger their falling into the 


they alſo luſted, (viz.) after Fleſh when they 
had Manna which was food ſufficient for them) 


S fame Sins, and ſo would expoſe them to the 

ſame Puniſhments. Now (faith he, ver. 6.) 

Theſe Things were our Examples to the in- 
tent we ſhould not luſt after evil Things as 


4 li 


Wo 


neither be Idolaters (by eating Things offer- = 


| ed to Idols) as were ſome of them, as it is 


written, the People fat down to eat (of the 
Sacrifices offered to the golden Calf) and to | 
Drink, and roſe up to Play. Neither let us 
commit Fornication, E5c.---- Wherefore ver. 
14. my dearly beloved flee from (the) Idola- | 


try (committed by partaking in things offer- 
ed to Idols) I ſpeak to wife Men (in what 1 


am now going to offer, to ſhew the Idolatry | 
ol this Practice) judge ye (then the reaſona- 


bleneſs of) what I ſay. The cup of Bleſſing 
which we bleſs is it not the communion of 


the Blood of Chriſt? (or that Rite by which 


i we Chriſtians profeſs to hold Communion 


with him, and own him as our Lord who 


ſhed his Blood for us,) the Bread which we ; 


break is it not the Communion of the Body | 
| | of Chriſt 7 (or do we not by eating at his N ; 
Table declare our Fellowſhip with him ?)---- | 


(Likewiſe), behold Iſrael after the Fleſh, are 


not they who eat of the Sacrifices (or Peace- 
offerings amongſt them) partakers of the Al>9 |] 
tar, (and ſo hold a Communion with him |] 
whoſe Altar it is.) This I fay (then) that the | 
Things which the Gentiles Sacrifice, they Sa- 


A crifice to Devils and not to God, and I would 


not that ye ſhould have Fellowſhip with De- 
vils (by partaking of Things offered to them | 


| in their Temples.---(And whereas you plead = 


thus for your ſelves (ver. 23.) All things are 


| lawful for me (i. e. all Meats may now be 


. law- | | 1 


Tn) 


. lawfully eaten, be it ſo) but / 1 all (lawful) 2 
Things are not expedient (to be done for if) 


all Things are lawtul for me yet all things e- 


FF Charity doth, chap. 8. for the 
rule of Charity is this,) Let no Man ſeck his 
| own (only) but every Man (alſo) anothers 
wellare (preferring the publick to his own 
private good, and the Benefit of other Souls 


to that of his own Body. Concerning then 
the things offered to Idols, in the general and 


| without relation to the Idol Temple in which 
to eat them, is, as I have above proved, di- 


rect Idolatry, a thus determine) (ver. 25.) 


. Whatſoever is fold in the Shambles, that eat 
(ye) making no queſtion for Conſcience ſake 


(as if you thought it matter of Conſcience 
whether you might eat of it if offered to Idols, 
or not;) For the Earth is the Lord's (only) 
and the fulneſs thereof, (and therefore you 
may lawfully eat of any Creature the Earth 


= | provides for your Food, ſo as others are not 
ſcandaliz'd at it, (and farther Ifay), If an 


of them that believe not, bid (or invite) you ; 


1 to a Feaſt, and you be diſpos'd to go, what- _ 
ſoever (Meat) i is ſet before you (that) eat of) 
 asking no queſtion for Conſcience fake, (2. e. 


be not ſolicitous whether it hath been offer- 
ed to an Idol or not.) Bur if any Man fay 


7 to you, this (Meat) was offered in Sacrifice 


to Idols, (he thinking that by your partaking 

| of ſuch Meat you honour or allow the wor» 
pip of the Idol,) eat not for his fake who 
2 thewed 


God. i | 
Theſe are Lakes chief Texts which are hoot 5 


"BRA ed it, i the Barr Ry 1 Lads. and T 


the fulneſs thereof (who therefore can pro- + 


|: vide other food for thee) when I fay Conſci- 


' ence (I mean) not thine own, but (that) of 
the others (who ſignified to thee that this 


ö ; was offered to Idols), for why is my Liberty 


(. ſo uſed by me as that I be) judged of (and 
condemned by) another Man's Conſcience. | 
For if I by Grace be a partaker (of God's | 
good Creatures) why dol uſe them fo as that | 
I am evil ſpoken of (by others) for that | 
which I (ought to) give Thanks.----Give no | 
Offence (therefore by eating Things offered 
to Idols) neither to the Jews, nor to the Gen- 


tiles, nor to any (Perſon) in the GENA: ar: | 


to nullity this Precept we are treating of, 


and we ſee they are all Foreign to that pur- 


poſe; for the Apoſtle in all of them points di- 
rely at thoſe Diſputes in the Churches, be- 


tween the Jewilh and Gentile Converts about 


the Diſtinction of Animals into clean and un- 


clean, and about the Lawfulneſs of eating | 
| Meats which had been offer'd to an Idol. So | 


they can have no more to do with our ud. 


ject than this, namely that ſome few of the | 

Apoſtles Phraſes (ſuch as that every Creature | 
ef God is good to be received: To the Pure 
all things are Pure, and the like) if they are 


ſeparated from the reſt of his Diſcourſe and |} 


underſtood ; in a + Ariel literal ag. abſolute 


_ — | | 


HBenſe, include in them, an Indulgence to eat 
. B ood likewiſe. N ow I have already ſhewn, 
Thar we are not always to take even thoſe 
_ Texts that relate to plain Doctrine in a {tric _ 
and proper Senſe; and indeed one can ſcarce- 
ly open the Bible but there may be diſcover'd 
| abundant inſtances, in Texts which cannot be 
fo taken. And it is a Rule we are never to 
F depart from that all ſuch as ſeem to contra- 
dict the common Tenor of Scripture, or the 
expreſs and plain Doctrines of Chriſtianity 
therein delivered, muſt not be underſtood ac- 
cording to the nice propriety of the Words, 
otherwiſe we ſhall fet up Scripture againſt 
_ Scripture almoſt in every Page on't, of which 
it is eaſy to give inſtances innumerable were 
it any way needful” © 
But that the Apoſtles words here cannot 
poſſibly be taken in a ſtrictly literal and ab- 
| folute Senſe (in which Senſe alone they op- 
| poſe our Doctrine) is evident, tor every crea- 
ture of God is fo far from being literally good 
do be received by us for Food, and nothing to 
be refuſed, that many of em if eaten would 
| certainly Poiſon us, and that all things are not _ 
| pure tous in a proper Senſe needs no proof, 
| fince ſome things have, to us, ſuch a relative 
| turpitude in them, as their preſence raiſeth in 
Jus a natural Abhorence. Again, we are to 
Conſider that the Apoſtle at that time, was 
not writing Aphoriſms, which might paſs for 
diſtinct Sentences, like thoſe of the moral Phi- 
mr 


80 


| loſophers ct the Heathens, no, thoſe — 
Expreſſions of his, immediately and only re- 


_ to the particular Topicks he was then up- 


But that St. Paul could have no intenti- 
K = to: abrogate the Apoſtolical Decree or any 1 
part thereof either in the Paſſages foregoing | 
or any where elſe in his Writings, I have | 


theſe further Conſiderations to offer. _ 


The Apoſtle all along in his Epiſtles to che — 


Churches, ſtrenuouſly maintains and urges the 
neceſſity of obſerving and that perpetually, 


both, the other Articles, or Prohibitions con- 
tain'd in that Decree, namely that from par- 
taking in Meats offer'd to Idols, and that 
from Fornication; and if he takes no Notice | 


of this any where, it was doubtleſs becauſe 


the Chriſtians gave him no Occaſion to find 


3 or needed no further Inſtructions about 
It being an Article wherein (after theß 
1 once appriz d of their Duty) there was 


no room for Diſputes, and no Inducement to 
tranſgreſs, and as we no where find they acc 
ed contrary to this precept, ſo they are no | 


where charg'd with it. Now we have no rea- 
fon to think he would expreſsly aſſert the validi- 
ty of the otherInhibitions, and at the ſame time 


intend to diſanul this, and yet no where once pur- || 


poſely mention the Precept at all, nor ſo much 
as intimate that the Reaſons . which there 


was an abſolute neceſſity it ſhould be enjoin'd | 


ſome few Years before, now ceaſing Chriſ- 
tians were no longer oblig'd to oblerve it. 


FE 51,55 ed hen we further reflect that the 


fame 


"Cy 


N fame Apoſtle i in anſwer to another queſtion of 


the Corinthians about Virgins took a parti- | 


cular care to inform the Church that what 


he ordain'd in that Affair was only for the 


| preſent Neceſſity ; and therefore we mult ſup- _ | 


|| pole if this Decree of the Apoſtles, or any part 

of it (which after its publication by the Sy- 

EB nod 1 in the Name of the Holy Ghoſt, and that 
in Terms fo general, the Chriſtians muſt be- 


| lieve themſelves oblig'd ſtrictly to obſerve) 


waas ſo ſoon to become void, fince the other 
| Apoſtles gave no Notice of ſuch a thing, he 
| would ſurely in ſome of his writings, (more 
eſpecially, if in any of em he deſignedly men- 
tion'd it) have given the Churches to under- 
5 25 in plain Terms, they were releas'd from 


And this the rather becauſe he was one 
of the chicf Perſons concern'd in that Affair, 


3 making a Journey from Antioch in Syria on 
purpoſe to propoſe it to the Council, and he 
| was afterwards delegated by the Apoſtles and 


E Elders to publiſh their Decr ee to the Church- 
es concerning it. 


Again, after it had hes 10 ſclemaly ratified = W 


as we find it was. If any ſuch thing as a re- 


1 peal had been communicated to the Apoltles | 


by the Holy Ghoſt, would it not have been 


divulg'd in as publick a manner as it was a 
| little before eſtabliſh'd? Since the caſe we 
| fee abſolutely required it. For no one of the 

i Apoltles ſurely would attempt ſingly to coun- 


termand 1 It, at lealt without a particular Com- 
$f 5 1 million 


| miſich from ove: for 6 doing. But Wbete DE Ts 
do we find any thing like this in our Scrip- | 
| tures? is certain, if not in the Writings | 
' of St. Paul, in no other part. And it he | 
had declar'd himſelf to have received private- — 


ly any ſuch countermand from the Holy | 


Ghoſt (as he no where does) it mult ſurely 


ſurprize the whole Chriſtian Church which — 


had juſt cauſe to call the Truth of ſuch a pri- 


vate Revelation in queſtion, ſince the ſame = 
Reaſons for which lately it was neceſſary ” 


{ſhould be ordain'd remain'd good in St. Pauls 
time, and the State of the Church much the 
ſame in relation to thoſe Matters till long af- 


ter thoſe Epiſtles which are ſuppos'd to con- 4 
tain a nullitying of them were written. I ſay | 
if it was neceſſary when ordain'd it, it was Ser. 
tainly ſo likewiſe when St. Paul wrote. But 

to put it beyond diſpute that he had not the 


leaſt thought of its being abrogated when he 
wrote to the Churches above, we may take i 
Notice, that his Epiſtles to Corinth and that to 


Rome (which are the chief of his Writings | 


| extant) according to good Authorities, were 


all written before his laſt return to Jeruſalem; ÞJ 


at which time we find him fully acquieſcing 
with the Apoſtles, in a ſtrict adherence 89 


their former Eſtabliſnment. = I 
hut further, could any thing have bem 4 
greater ſtumbling- block to the Chriſtians 
themſelves, than firſt to receive a Precept in 


| | the Name of the — — of God 0 who, by : 


the 1 


the principles of their Religion they muſt be- 
lieve to be infallible) confirm'd, in the moſt 
publick and folemn Manner, by a Catholick 


Canon; deliver'd to 'em in circular Letters by 


the Hands of the Apoſtles and Elders them- 
ſelves, (as it were to fix in them the greater 
Veneration to it) and which original Edict 
they had extant amongſt them, and ready to 
produce upon Occaſion (to contront any _ 
| pretended private Revelation, to the contrary 
eſpecially.) And yet within a few Years af- 
| Tterwards without any apparent Cauſe oblig- 
ing to it, to hear of a Revocation? Would 

not this ſhock their belief of the whole? Would 
ſuch proceedings be at all agrecable to the in- 
fant ſtate of Chriſtianity? Would this tend 
do confirm the weak, or to fettle the waver- 
ing? (for of ſuch we have reaſon to believe 
there were many in the firſt Age of the Church) 
And indeed could the Enemies of Chriſtiani- 
ty have wiſh'd for a better handle whereby _ 


to diſcredit and decry it? For how ready in 


| their way ſtood this grand Objection ? That 
[| both the Holy Ghoſt (in whom the Chriſtians _ 
believ'd there could be no variableneſs, nor 
even ſhadow of Change) and the Apoſtles, | 

_ openly contradicted themſelves; in firſt, pro- 
claiming to the World (upon a mature Deli- 
beration of the matter) that an abſtinence 
from Blood was as abſolutely neceſſary to be 
bobſerv'd as that from Fornication, and yet a 
while afterwards, acknowledging it Was 105 


1 


lo, hen Chor any thing appearing to the 8 on -J- 


8 trary,) the ſame cauſe which ob ig'd its Or- | 


dination at leaſt by them, if not at firſt, re- 
main'd in force. And this either meerly 8 


comply with a groundleſs Fancy of a few big- 


gotted Jews to favour a form of worſhip which 


themſelves (i. e. the Holy Ghoſt and the A- 
poſtles) were now aboliſhing; or to oppoſe | 


an uſage, a Chriſtian could not be guilty of. 


This Charge, how heavy ſoever it may Þ 


' ſeem to be is no more than what of neceſſary © 


5 Conſequence reſults from the common Con- 1 
ſtruction of thoſe Texts of St. Paul above- | 
mention'd. But as no Chriſtians ſurely will | 


dare to diſhonour thus the Holy Ghoſt, (by 1 
advancing what muſt imply mutability in him, 
bor at leaſt a Compliance much beneath ur þ 


| Notions of that Spirit of Truth.) So neither | 


will they fix on the whole Body of the Apoſ- | 


tles and Elders of the Church ſuch an Impu- | 
tation as this, namely, That they impos'd n 


the Chriſtians an Ordinance, declaring there 


Was an abſolute neceſſity the ſame ſhould be 
obſerv'd, and this in the Name of the Holy | 
_ Ghoſt when after all it was without his Di- 


rection or Concurrence therein diſſembling - | 
their Chriſtian Liberty, when as they had no | 


known inducement to ſuch a thing, T his is | 
ſuch an Impeachment of Integrity as is quite | 
unbefitting a common Chriſtian much more | 


an inſpired Apoſtle, and much more 9 ö 
Whole Synod of them. | „%% oO 
| „ 


"C%:; 


80 laſtly, it mull center in St. Pal: and 0 
"os charge will turn thus upon him, vs. That 


| after he had been delegated a Miſſionary by: 
|| the great Synod to deliver this Ordinance to 
| the Churches, and had executed that Com- | 
| miſſion accordingly, aſſerting every where the 
| neceſſity of a compliance to it. He retract- 
| ed what he had done, by encouraging a prac- 
ice himſelf had before openly forbidden, had _ 
Written counter to his own Eſtabliſhinent, 5 
and thereby confronted his ſingle Authority | 


| to that of the whole Body of Apoſtles and El- | 
| ders.----But where has St. Paul either in his 


| Writings or Actions given us any the leaſt | 
| cauſe to charge him with ſo Ambitious a 
| Thought, as ſetting up tor univerſal Head of 
the Church? For if his Writings ſpeak him 
| to be in his own opinion leſs than the leaſt 
| of the Apoſtles, yea unworthy the Name of 
an Apoſtle, his Behaviour was likewiſe an- 
| {werable to it. To inſtance only when Bar- 
nzabas and he were about to propagate the 
| Goſpelamong the Gentiles. They then went 
| not forth till the Elders of the Church at An- 
| #2z2ch (where, at that time they reſided) had 
| laid their Hands on them, to recommend 
| them to the Aſſiſtance of the divine Grace in 
the work of their Miniſtry. This ſurely was 


an Act of Condeſcention very contrary to aſ- 
tuming an Authority even over thoſe Elders 


z of Anticch, whoſe Power yet, was by them 


iclves own'd to be far beneath the Jeruſalem 
— M . „ Spun 


e 


S Synod as relying in doubtful Caſes on ha _ 


' Determination. But I need not multiply In | 


' ſtances, whoever reads his Life and Writings 
will eaſily acquit him of ſuch an Accuſation. 


Nor ſecondly, can we by any means fuppoſe | 
that he who was fo zealous for an upright and | 
' ſincere Behaviour in che other Apoſtles (ſuch | 


as might give the Worid no colour of Um- 
17 brage) that he boldly cherg'd St. Peter him- 
ſelf with inſincerity in diſſembling his Chriſ- 
tian Liberty in an Affair very appoſite to this 

before us. I ſay it is not at all ſuppoſable 


that this ſame Paul ſhould himſelf prevaricate 


do ſuch a Degree, and thereby lay himſelf | 
open to an Aceuſation of an higher Nature, 
and attended with more aggravating Circum- f_ 

ſtances, *Tis certain his Hiſtory ard Writ- | 

ings diſcover in him a Temper of Mind very | 
far from any Imputation either of Flattery or | 
indirect Dealing, and his Lord and Maiter, | 


| whom he ſeems all along ſo earneſt to imitate, 
| (whole very Name he often dwells upon with | 


Pleaſure, and whom he ſets forth as a at- 
tern of imitation to all) gave him a quite dif- 


4 py ent Example, for we find him always ſpeak- . 


ing openly, not in private (as he teſtitics of 


| 4 himſelf) and without mental reſerves, preach- || 
ing plain Doctrine, and freely reproving all 
without Exception who were Objects of re- 


proof, Fearlets and giving Offence by ſo do- 


ing either to his own Kindred or Strangers, ; 


to "the Mean, or the Powertul, though * was 


4 often Ph the Weary of his Life. "Theſe 


„ 


Theſe Things conſidered, It. "Bag cannot 
with any colour of Reaſon be thought to in- 
tend in thoſe Diſcourſes, (which were evi- ' 
dently directed to other Subjects) to piv 8 -: 


W purpolely to eat Blood, 


more eſpecially ſince ſo underſtanding him, ; 
draus after it, (as we find) worie Conlequen- | 

. than (till on ſearching into the Matter) 
we are appriz'd of. When therefore we 
meet, in his Epiſtles, with any ſuch Expreſ- 
ſion as ſeems ar firſt ſight to imply a Revo- 


| cation of this Law, we muſt not immediate- 
1 ſeparate that particular Text from the reſt 
of the Diſcourſe, running away with that on- 


ly, and taking the Words in their ſtrict Pro- 


1 priety ; ; a Cuſtom too common in other Caſes. 
8 Treatiſe, not take it in the ſame Latiude 


with a thouſand other Phraſes of his of the 


like Nature in his Diſcourſes on various Sub- | 


jeas. We muſt conſult what goes before it, 
and what likewiſe follows, and what par ticu- | 


| larly occaſion d ſuch an Expreſſion, if we will 
5 _ diſcover the Senſe of any Paſſage i in his Writ-_ ' 
ing. Which Rule if obſerv'd too, in the Con- 


ſtruction of other parts of Scripture, would 


be an admirable Means to unite Chriſtians in 
their Notions of the Eſſentials, and even leſs 
neceſſary Articles of Religion, would more 


contribute to heal their unhappy Diviſions, 


| than ſome methods which have been declara- 
fſively taken for that End. It the Guides ang 


ö [Membets or, each Sect, or party f Chri. . 


tians (no one excepted) would once be per- 


| : ſuaded to take up but a tolerable ſhare f 
Chriſtian Charity, would honeſtly take the 
| Scriptures for their common Rule (which in- 


deed they all, at preſent, would be thought 


to do) without ſubſtituting worldly Intereſt, 
Prejudice, Paſſion, or Humour in the place of | 


an upright ſearch after Truth, and a fi incere 5 
dieſire of Unity and Peace. 


We charge a Sect of Chriſtians amongſt LS 


with indirect dealing, in explaining off, in 


ſuch a manner, the Obligation to perpetuate 5 


that important Rite of Chriſtianity, and great 


Inaſtrument of our Religion the Euchariſt. 
That notwithſtanding it was fo plainly inſti- 


tuted by our Saviour himſelf when taking his 
farewel of his Diſciples, and who in the In- 


| ſtitution of it gives all his Followers an irrefra= | 


j gable Reaſon why they ſhould continue it, 
even in that pathetical Expreſſion; Do this. 


in remembrance of Me, And ſince our Lord's 


11 command is not to be deny'd, his Word be- 
ing very expreſs; that they make uſe of rhe 
following Text (in St. Paul's firſt Epiſtle to 


* | Corinthians chap. 11.) as an handle by which . --: 


to elude its perpetual Obligation. As off as 


Je eat this Bread and drink this Cup, S ſew © Z 


Forth the Lord's Death till he come. Which 


9 words, till he come, that they lay a particular 


© Emphaſis upon; underſtanding them, cither to 
e of Chriſt's gr: acious coming in the Hear ts 


„ Th 


ff of Behevers, or of his vindictive Advent at 


| indefinite: that his Kingdom and Influence 


| Apoſtles before the Inſtitution of this Sacra- 


| that the reaſon of the Ordinance (ſet forth at 
{| its firſt Eſtabliſhment and in that very Chap. 
of Sr. Paul's Epiſt. above-mention'd) remained 

the ſame, Whether Jeraſalem was to be deſtroy- 


| ment, may ſoon ſet the Bible againſt it felf, 


ner? For when its primitive Inſtitution, and 
too evident to be deny'd, tome few Texts 


ſilting the Reaſons why they ſhould be under- 
ſtood otherwiſe, or conſidering that nothing 


„ ($9) 


the Deſtruction of Jeruſalem. Taking no no- 
tice that the Words of Chriſt are abſolutely 


Were already ſet up, both in the Hearts of his 


ment, and in the Church of Corinth to which 
St. Paul directed his Epiſtle. Nor reflecting 


ed or not. I ſay it is charged upon them that at 
this Rate any Man with a dextrous Manage- 


and create Matter for endleſs diſputes. And 
yet do not Men uſe this plain Precept under | 
our Conſideration exactly atter the ſame Man- 


Re-: eſtabliſhment in both the Publications of 
the divine Will, afterwards given to Men are 


(chiefly too in St, Paul's Epiftle) are pick'd 
out here and there, to nullify it, without con- 


leſs than an expreſs Retractation by the fame _ 
Authority which enjoin'd it, is ſufficient to 
diſanul it after ſuch an Eſtabliſhment: But 
Men commonly in other Caſes beſides theſe, 
ſit down contentedly with that Interpretation 
et dcripture which their unwary infant Under- 


1 90 3 


„ Aan ding has zenbib'; or, which 1 is . x falta. OS 
ble to their ſecular Inter eſt, or their humour 


taking it upon truſt they are already , 


„ without once examining the Motives ey 
have to call it in Queſtion, _ 5 
x To this purpoſe give me leave to throw to- 
gether a few Expreſſions of a great Man in 


the learned World, which I ſhall leave to the 
Reader to apply to our preſent Caſe. | 
II; the Scripture (faith he) were but laid | 

before the Eyes of Chriſtians in its due Con- 
nection and Conſiſtency (he is ſpeaking here 
of that Diviſion of the Bible into Chapters 
and Verſes as it now ſtands amongſt us,) it | 
Vould not be ſo eaſy to ſnatch out a — Words | 
\ as if they were ſeparated from the reſt, to ſerve _ 
a purpole with which they have nothing to. i 
do.“ But as the matter now ſtands he that has 
a mind to it may at a cheap rate be a notable | 

Champion for the Truth, that is, for the 


Doctrines of the Sea that Chance or Intereſt 


has caſt him into. He need but be furniſh'd 1 


With Verſes of Sacred Scripture, containing 


Words and Expreſſions that are but flexible, | | 


(as all general, obſcure, and doubtful ones are) 


and his Syſtem that has appropriated them to 

the Orthodoxy of his Church, makes them 
immediately ſtrong and irrefragable Arguments 

for his Opinion. This is the benefit of looſe 


Sentences, and Ser ipture crumbled into Ver- 

ſes, which quickly turn into independent a- 

phoriſms. But if the Quotation: in the Verſe 
5 eee 


Ta] 


„ were conſidered as part of a continued 
_ cohcrent Diſcourſe and fo its Senſe were limited 
by the Tenor of the context, ſome Men w uld_ 
hkove nothing to fay that would not ſhew their 
| Weaknets,. and ma nteſtly fly in their Faces. 

I crave leave to ſet down here a laying of the 


- lea ned and judicious Selen. © In interpreting 
Scripture, fiys He, many do as it a Man thould 
ſee one hay- tea Pounds, which he reckog'd by 


One, two, three, tour, Fc. meaning four, was. 


but 75 ur Units, and five, five Units, Sc. and chat 
he had in all but ten Pounds, The other that : 
fees Him, takes not the Figures t gether as he 


doth, but pic ks here and there, "and reports 
_ thereupon that he had five Pounds in one Bag, 
and fix Pound, in ansther, Cc. when as in Truth 


he hath but ten Pounds in all, fo we pick out a 


Text here and there to make it ſerye our turn, 
whereas if we take it altogether and confider what 


went betore, and What follow'd after, we ſhould i 


find it meant no ſuch thing. Not! ing is more 
acceptable to F. ancy than pli nt Terms, and Ex- 
preſſions that are not obſtinate, in ſuch it can 


find its account with Delight, but where the 


Senſe of the Author gocs vilbly i in its own train, 
and the Words receiving a determin'd Senſe from 
their Companions and Adijscents, Will not con- 
teat to give Countenance and Colour to what is 
agreed beforehand by Men to be right, and muſt 
be ſupported at any rate: There Men of efta- * 
bliſh'd Orthodoxy do not fo well find their Satis- 
taction. And perhaps if it were well examin'd, 
it would be no very extravagant Paradox to fay 


that there are fewer that bring their Opinions to 
the ſacred Scripture to be tryed by that infalli- 
ble Rule, than bring the ſacred Scripture to their 


* Opinions, to bend 4 it to Them, to make it as they 
N ns can 


Ce) 


can a cover and guard of them. And to this pur- . 


pole its bei ig divided after the manner it is at 
preſent (many Chapters and Verſes breaking off 
in the midcle of a Sent nce) being brought as 


much as may be into looſe and general Aphoriſms, 


makes it moſt uſeſul and ſerviceable. I know it 
is not unuſual to find a multitude of Texts heap- 
ed up for the maintaining of an eſpouſed Propo- 


firion but in a S2nie otten ſo remote from their 
true meaning that one can hardly avoid tr inking 


thoſe who ſo vſce rhem either {ouc hr not, or 


VvValu'd not, the Scuſe: And were farr-fied with. 
tie ſcuna whit re th y could bur get that to fa- 


your them. M.n bavigg from their Cradle been 
Uſ-d to Wrong i preſens concerning thoſe Texts, 


and conſtantiy accoſtom'd to hear em quoted as 
Ciſtin:t Sentence, without any Limitarh n or Ex- 
plił ation of their pieci je meaning, from the place RF 
they Rand in, and the rel.tion they Bear to what 


goes be fore or foliows, they ſelꝰ om come to theſe 


46 Epiſtles with a mind diipos'd beforehand to le 
noching there but juſt what the Apoſtle meant. 
— This being the ordinary way of underſtanding | 


St. Pauls Epiſtles, and every Sect being pertcet- 
ly Orthodox 11 its own judgment, what a great 


and invincible Darkneſs muſt this caſt on the A- 


poſtles meaning? In all thoſe places where his 
Thoughts and Senſe run counter to what any 
Party has eſpouſed for Orthodox. —Likewiſe, 
Men help to cozen themſclves, by chooſing to 


uſe and pin their Faith upon ſuch Expoſitors as 


explain the ſacred Scripture in favour of thoſe 
Opinions that they beforehand have voted Or- 


thodox, and bring to the Scripture, not for Tcy- 


al, bur Confirmation. But he that would under- 
ſtand St. Paul aright muſt take his Terms in the 


5 Senſe "es ules 27 and £ not as TOP are appro- _ 
_ Priated ” 


prizted by view * to | their part TR Stem. For | 
hi, Words have a direct rendency to the Argu- 


ment in hand: He being certainly a cloſe, ar,u- 


N menca:! we, and pertinent WI iter. 


r uy. [a che lat place, ir is objected, TED af. _ 
ter ea cine che oblervance of this Precepr, was | 
ciſus'd by moſt Chriſtians, | - 
Baut ia anſwer to this, it is fully ſufficie at that 5 
this Law was h ld inviolable by the Chriſtians, 
not only curing che firſt Age of the Caurch, but 
for a long time alter t e Diys of the Apoſtles, as 
it is c aleſs d by thoie who moſt decry its Ob- 


ſcervance ®, And as, the World, after the ge- 


 n:ral Flood grew t: a greater remove and diſ- 
| rance from the prim tive Inſticurion of this Law, ' 
and fo univerſally deprayed that by de.rees Men 
not only loſt all remembrance of the Preceprs gi- 
ven to Noah, but they loſt the very knowled re 
of their Creator who ordain'd them, ſo it fhould 
not appear Scrange that the memory of it ſhould - 


then be quite loſt and forgotten, eſpecially ſince 
it was only of poſitive Injunction, ſo neither is 


it to be wonder'd at that the ſame Precept be- 
gan to be unobſerv'd by molt Chriſtians ſome few 
| Axes after it was re-eſtabliſh'd by the Founders 

of their Religion for it will be no Objection to 
75 ho! kaow what other heterodox Opinions 2 


— 


* Thu: in the Ovid of 0 uni, Felix (b is ſuppoſed to 


live about che 2d Cent) we find this Expreſſion. We Chriſ- _ 


tians dread the very Thoughts of Murther, and cannot bear even 


do look upon a Carcass, we io much abhor human Blood that we 
et abltain trom that of Beaſts. ? 


And Tertullian likewiſe in his Apology has theſe Word.“ We | 
are lo cautious of ta ting Blood that we ab tain from things ſtrang- _ 
led, and even {uffocated Beait;. And therefore when you have a 


5 mind to try whether we are Chriſtians or not, you offer to us 
Pudding made of Blood. How then can we be fond of human | 


| Blood, who dare not | taſte that of . alts?“ „ | 


hg — * 
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now a 


"+ 


4 IS} Herelics i over- ran aimoſt the whole Choiftian 
Church, about rhe ſame time Lin all — 
this cemnmand was neglected. | 


And now in brit to ſum up the Evidence. An 


the firſt World had 2 particular Reſtraint in irs > 


Diet. Namely, Thur trom one certain Fruit, 
which was reſer v by the Donor of all che reit, 


(and fo that negative Precept muſt be equivalent = 


fo a Law of Nature. ) So we of the ſecond World 
have a like poſitive Command of cur Creator (and 


therefore of equal force with the other) in terme 


unlimited. To abſta n from the voluntary uſe of 


the Blood of any Creature, When firſt he indulg'd 


us, to eat Fleſh. This being hkewite ſer apart by 
him as ſacred, we have Gr this Law firſt en- 
join'd to the whole preſent Race of Men in the 


rimit ve Fathers of i. Strictly ratified afrer- 4 


wards (wich divine Menaces to the Non-obſer- _ 


ver of i“) in the next publick Revelation, which 
Was made to the [fraelitiſh People. And in the 
laſt Communication of the divine Will to Man- 


kind, leſt Men ſhould miſtake this alſo to be pe- 
1 a part of thoſe Jewiſh Law, which were 


penſation of the Goſpel of Chriſt. Left this ; 
ſhould paſs undiſtinguiſh'd amongſt their Cere- _ 


monies, which were only temporary, and ſuited 


meerly for the economy of that Nation, to be 
topically obſerv'd by 'em, viz. till Shiloh came. 
Probably becauſe this Precept is not Moral in it- 


ſelf, but only of poſitive Injunction, it was there- 
fore nominally excepted by the Founders of the 
Chriſtian Religion, out of all thoſe Jewiſh Rites, _ 


as being a Law given to all the World in the Fa- 


i mily of Noah, antecedent to any ritual Obſer- 
Voances, ſuch as were long afterwards given to the 
| Iſraelites. At which time * Was indiſpenfably 


ound. 


out to be aboliſh'd by that higher Diſ- „ 


"gs. IP 


a bound upon Chriſtians, and atter which (that be- 


ing the laſt publick Revelation) it was never re- 


5 peald by the divine Authority. 
Thus it appears, no Precept in Scripture: was 


more exprelsly commanded at firſt, or more per- 


enptorily inſiſted on afterwards where-ever, from 
firlt ro | ſt, there was occaſion to mention it. It 


"be ng therefore confirm'd, at ſuch diftant Periods 


of time, nothing leſs than as publick a Repeal can 
juſtify our neglect of an Eſtabliſnment back d 
5 Wich ſuch Sanctions. Much lels can a few Ex- 
preſfionʒ of St. Paul which, without ftraining his 
Words, we ſee do not only admit of an Inter- 
pretation no way claſhing with the ſtanding vali- 
5 dity ot this Law, but which, we have all the 
reaſon in the World to believe, had no relation 
at all to it, being plainly pointed againſt Jewiſh | 
_ Cuſtoms, of diſcriminating Animals into clean and 


. unclean, againſt legal Purifications and Traditions 


of theirs about unneceſſary waſhings: And a- 
gainſt heatheniſh Idolatry, which are Subjects very - 
diſtinst from ours. And the Apoitle hinielt ha- 
ving been one of the chief Perſons concerw'd to 


eſtabliſh tis Precept, if we give his Words a- 


bove- mencion'd the common Acceptation, ſup- 
pole he cannot bi cafily acquirred from the Im- 
putation of deſignin tnercin, ro oppo.e direct- 
ly a Doctrine both of che other Apoſtles and his 
_ own Eſtabliſnmenc, of diſhonouriag the Holy 
_ Ghoſt, affroncia to an high degree, the Autho- 
-- rity. of the other A. voſtles giving a juſt occaſion 
of Scandal to the nzw Converts to Chriſtianity, 
and of confirminz unbehvers to their run 
which Thing? eing impoſlible to tuppole this 
will never be 4 to amount to an Abolition 


of this Law, i, ir muſt be unavoidably always 1 


underſtood to be ercepted by Sc. Paul in all ſuch 
; Ex 
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take Texts in a particular Seaſe, *tis no wonder 


if they retain the lame N VELO. without archer _- 


Examination. 


But the Retainers py this: 1 (I had „ 


Expreff ons, ond much leſs will ir amoun* to 2 2 full * 
and expreſs Retract:tion by the fam: Authoricy 
which at firſt enjoin'd it, and which afterwards 
call'd upon Men all along to oblerve it invi lably. i 
Now would Evidence ſo ſli ht as that which is 
brought for the repeal of chis Law, appears to be, 
ever paſs amongſt Men in any the Cae? But 
People having been us'd from their Chilahood to 


almoſt ſaid unnatural) Cuſtom, would do well fur- 5 
ther to conlider, whether, by nullifw ing this 
Command, Rcli ion it ſelf may not luffer more 


than at firſt 12 Zht, they are aware of. There is 
2 received Axiom in Divinity, which [ ſhall give 
in the Woids of one of the firſt Rank in our 


Church *, Namely, that, 


All poſitive Precepts coming mmodiarely . 
© from God, it is moſt certain do carry with | 
d them an unalterable Obligation, unlels thge ! 
„ Legiſlator himſelf do in as evident a way repeal | 
them, as he did once eftabliſh them, that is 


* in ſuch Laws which depend meerly upon God's 


c poſitive and arbitrary Will. For in this Caſe, 
« God allows none to alter any thing concerning 
cc his Laws, but indiſpenſable Obedience is our 


« Duty.” 


There are reckomn'd up fikewiſe by the fine | 


_ Perſon, three particular Caſes, in either of which | 
a Law once promulged by God himſelf, is un- 


capable of a Repeal. And thoſe are, 


„ Fjrfl, When the Things commanded are of 5 
e ſuch a Nature that they are not 8 88 of be- 


— 
1 — 


< ing diſpens'd with. 
* By: Stilling fleet, in 6e Sacre, 7. 2. ch. 7. 


66 Secondly. | 


ET 


—— Keen Wben it is not confiſient with : 
1 Wiſdom ot G 50d to repeal a Law once eſta- 
0 lin d, TT 
EET. Thirdly. When "os: Reaſon of the nn 
continuing always the ſame, it would argue 
© mutability in God to revoke that Law, It is 
c therefore inchſpenſible, not ſo much becauſe 
the Thing it ſelf is intrinſically neceſſary as be- 
e the divine Authority and Honour might 
J „ ſuffer by repeal ng it.“ 
Nou if theſe Propoſitions be true e (which 5 
belicve none will deny) and the Abolition of this 
Law under our Conſi .eration, be incompatible 
with 98 + one or more of chem, as it moſt certain- 
i e ſurely needleſs to ſpend more time 
in proving the truth of what the Apoſtles aſſert- 
4 ed in their Decree, namely, its being indiipenſa- | 
blzy neceſſary to be retain'd.—Orherwilſe, is not 
the Deiſt furniſh'd with another cavil againſt the 
truth of Revelation? For though he muſt own -.-.: 
that the Supreme Being may diſpenſe with, oer 
abrogate, an arbitrary Law of his own impoſiti- - 
| on, whenever he finds a cauſe for ſo doing: Vet. 
map he argue, that it is unintelligible, a Precept 
of this Nature ſhould be thought neceſſary to be 
bound upon the whole preſent human Race at 
1 firſt, in the Fathers of it, ſhould remain in force 
| the greateſt part (as the Chriſtians believe) of the _ 
Worlds duration, and yet towards the latter end 
| of ir become void, the State of human Nature 
| »>ftill continuing the ſame. This the Deiſt muſt 
| think co be utterly diſagreeable to the natural 
| Notions he has of the Deity, being inconſiſtent 
Vvich the divine Wiſdom and Stability; and there- 
fore an Impeachment of the Truth of the Scrip- 
| tures. Did he not, on ſearching thoſe Records 
| which contain the laſt divine Revelation, (and 
1 wherein, 
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wherein, he 5 i5 told the 123 is at once dif. 


charged from any farther Obſeryance of this Pre. 
cepr) inſtead of finding a Repell of it in expreſs = 5 


Terms, (which he could not but know the caſe 
reuirec,) diſcover only a few general Expreſſions : 


which however he might think on 'em at firſt |} 
ſigbt; on a nearer Inſpe tion, he muſt ſee plain- 
ly to Carry a zreat-r reference to other * N 


more eſpecially when on a farther peruſal, 
the place of a general rel: 2aſe,) he finds a > 
maad iacomparably more expreſs for the retain- 
ing of it. But how great here, would be bi; 
Surprize! How would he believe himſelf im- 
posd on by the Chriftians ! or rather, How much 
muſt he think they impoſe on themſelves! _ 


And now what remains, but, in the laſt pla: ES | 


to conſider, that if we have hicherro fail'd ia or 
Duty in this particular, thro' Iznorance or Miſ- _ 
take, which doubtleſs will be remitted to us. (For 
Whatever thoſe of the great Dete-tion from the 
primitive Chriſtianity, and ſome amongſt our 
N in Principle, too nearly related to em, 


hold to the contrary, an Error in Jadg- 1 
ment, or Underſtanding, where the Heart is up- 
right, and honeſtly diſpos'd, will never ſubject " 


| Man to the divine Vengeance hereafrer; and 
therefore, by the way, a Perſon in ſuch a Caſe 
at preſent is more the Object of Pity than Perſe- 
cution.) Yet this will no longer ſerve for an Ex- 
cuſe to any, after they are once appriz'd of their 
Dutt, or at leaſt when they have lo much reaſon * 
0 call the Lawfulacſs of a Licentious Pra tice 
Int Queſtion. For admitting the preceding Diſ- 
courſe to be fo much leſ, concluſive than (I ſup- 
poſs) it is, as that the Arguments for our Li- 
berty in this Caſe were equiponderous with theſe 
to the contrary N 18 8 the Caſe in 


Terms 5 


9 


: Terms more foreman than 3 is co 
ſiſtent with the Scriptures) yet ſhall we pe! 
fiſt in an Action which we are not certain 
lawful? ſince it is written, whatſoever is nc 
of Faith (or through a tull perſuaſion of it 
” * is Sin, 

Therefore after what has been faid, ſurel 
none ought to inſiſt on the retaining a thin 
they may part from without the leaſt Incor 

venience to them in any reſpect, or which nc 
thing but a radicated and boundleſs Luxur. 
could make them refuſe to give up, or de 
ny its being caſily ſpared out of ſuch a varie 
ty of good things, as they enjoy by che Boun 
ty of the ſame beneſicient Being; who hatl 
indulged them in the uſe of all things elſe 
making only this ſmall reſervation. 
5 Had He, barely to exhibit his Authority 
commanded us to do ſome great thing, woulc 
Wie nor have done it? How much more ther 
when he only bids us to be leſs brutiſh anc 


: unclean. 


Our Chriſtian Liberty'i in Meats and Drinks 
is vaſtly greater than either the Mabometar 
or the Few allows himſelf, we may therefore 


ſurely without repining deny our ſelves the 


voluntary uſe of that which has in it ſome- 


thing very tempting, and which We in no 
= wh ſtand in need of. 


Would not the perſj mig i in this Vine be, 
al in elſect, to call i in Queſtion either the Juſtics 
. E 


( 100) Gs 


* Wifdom of our great Law-giver? And as 
James ſays, be @ judging of his Law? 
at, (faith he) F thou (take upon thee to) 
age his Law, thou art not a aver of it, but 
Judge: whereas there is but one Lau- 
ver. And *tis worth our while laſtly to 
nſider, whether deſignedly to ſeek evaſions 
order to ſhift off, or explain a way, che 
bligation to obſerve a divine Ordinance, 
uppoſing the evidence ſufficient for it's 


ing ſo) be not in an inexcuſable ſenſe, to 


ake void the Commandment of God 


TINITS: . 


DDr 
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